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SENATE. 
FRIDAY August 1, 1913. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proc~edings was read and appro\-ed. 

THE SHARPLES SEPARATOR CO. 
l\.Ir. STOKE. l\fr. President, I do not wish to correct the 

R ECORD, but I do desire to correct a mistake of fact which the 
senior Senator from Pennsyl>ania [ Ir. PERROSE] umvittillgly 
fell into on Wednesday, when the Senator from Pennsyl>ania, 
joining in the -wailing chorus of jeremiads sweeping o>er the 
Senate, among other things called attention to numerous cases 
of industrial depression and suspension of industrial enterprises. 
Among others was the Sharples Separator Co. I desire to read 
what the Senator said on that occasion -with respect to the 
Sharples Separator Co. The Senator from Pennsylvania said : 

One final case, and I am done-that of the Sharples cream separator 
concern, located about 30 miles from Philadelphia, in the city of West 
Chester, The Shai·J?les cream separator is an invention of .Mr. Sharples, 
on which be has built up a plant there employing many men and women 
and children. His goods, the cream separators. are shipped not only 
all over the United States but all over the world, to China and to the 
Orient. Within a week that concern has completed the absolute trans
fer of its plant to Hamburg, and no longer is there a -vestige of It left 
in the State of Pennsylvania. 

This morning I clipped from the Philadelphia Inquirer--
1\lr. PENROSE. I saw it. 
Mr. STONE. A communication from the -Sharples Sepa

rator Co., by L. P. Sharples, one of its officials, and I will ask 
the Secretary to read it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
SIIAUPLES SEPARATOR TO RI:::OIAIX. 

To the Edito1· of the Inquirer: 
Owing to the state of th;) weaE•er everybody in our home office ur::d 

main factory at West Chester woke up this morning wi bin~ we were 
anywhere except on the job. 

In consequence it was like kicking a man wben he was down to find 
that your paper this morning quoted Senator PEXROSE as having said 
on the floor of the Senate that we are bag and baggage iu Germa.ny. If 
1t were not for the necessity of filling orders, the personnel of our 
organization would like to be. 

W'e would appreciate being set straight in this regard. as there is no 
que ·tion but what Senator PE.-nosr:: has been misinformed. 

The following states our position 3.nd may be used as your editorial 
sense dictates: 

The information on which Senator PEXROSE b:ised his a . sertion in 
Con~p·ess, Wednesday, was absolutely incorrect. The Sharples Separator 
Co. nas no intention of transferring any part of its American works to 
its Germany factory. 

Regardless of the passage of a tariff bill, adverse to their interests. 
the Sharples works. thelL· !'ales and service organizations will remain 
in full force in the United States. Sha r1Jles has been too long on 
American soil that it can move to any other and prepare to call it 
home. 

Very truly, yours, 

"WEST CHESTER, PA., Jt1ly 31. 

THEJ SHARPLES SEPARATOR Co., 
L. P. SHARPLES. 

· Mr. STONE. The other corporation referred to by the Sena
tor has not yet been heard from ; we ha:ve had no return . I 
simply put in this one now. 

Mr. PE:NilOSE. I expected this to be brought up this morn
ing, :Mr. President, and I will ha-rn by Monday the full facts 
in connection with the Sharples Cream Separator Co. to submit 
to the Senate. 

Ir. MARTLITD of New Jersey. Mr. President, it does seem 
cruel that this should be perpetrated on the Senator from Penn
sylrnnia at this particular time. But I do want to say, just in 
addition to the little I said regarding the Sharples separators, 
if the Sharples Co. are not only, according to the Senator's 
statement, furnishing separators for milk in the United 
States, but are shipping them all o>er the earth, to China and 
the Orient, my God, what more can they want in a tariff bill? 
Do they want to upply Mars and all the other planets? It 
seems to me they are pretty thoroughly e tablisbed and -work 
Yery nicely under the present regime, and they. are perfectly 
satisfied. 

Mr. PEN"ROSE. As I said. l\Ir. President, I will have the 
precise facts in this case to submit to the Senate on Monday. 

l\Ir. STONE. l\Ir. President, I desire to say, in response to 
what the Senator said, that I think it would be yery wise if 
all Senators on the other side would ha1e the precise facts at 
hand before they put statements of that kind in the RECORD. 

l\Ir. PENROSE. I only made a general statement, and if the 
Sena tor from Mi souri wants details I shall be ready to furnish 
them to him next week, when I get them. 

l\Ir. Si\IITII of Michigan. l\lr. President, the statement of 
tbe Senator from Missouri is so broad as to include every ref
erence to cases of this nature. I want to say to the Senator 
from Missouri that the day the tariff bill came oYer here I 
made the statement that the Hoe Printing Press Co. were get-

ting their London office and factory in shape to manufacture 
presses there after the passage of this bill. I gi>e as my 
authority for the statement the · word of the pre ident of the 
company, who told me so at his office in New York before I 
made the statement. 

~fr . CLAPP. Ur. President, would the Senator from :\Iissonri 
object to modifying his suggestion so as to apply to all Members 
of the Senate, that they shall be certain that they hale the 
facts before they proceed to state them? His suggestion was 
limited to one side. I see no objection, if the Senator sees 
none, to enlarging it to take in the entire Senate. 

Mr. OLIVER. I call for the regular order. 
'.rhe VICE PRESIDENT. Petitions and memorials are in 

order. 
TARIFF DUTY O~ ITORY TUSKS. 

~Ir. BR.A).J)EGEE. I present three petitions from workmen 
in i rnry piano key factories, asking that iYory tusks l:e left upon 
the free list. They are from Pratt & Read & Co., . 413 men; 
Comstock & Cbeny & Co., 545 m~n ; and the Piano & Organ Sup
ply Co., 330 men; the total being 1,297 labor~rs i ?' these fac
tories. · 

I suppose. J\Jr. President, that ivory tusks, whlcb have always 
been upon the free Ii t, have been placed upon the dutiable list 
with a duty of 20 per cent on the theory that they are a luxury. 
I am informed that of the 375,000 pianos annually manufacture<l 
in the United States, 90 per cent of them go into the homes of 
mechanics and people of small means, and that this percentage 
is sold on the installment :Jlan with average ;)ayments of less 
than $5 a month. Later on amendments will be presented to 
restore that product to the free list. 

Tbe YICE PilESIDE:N"T. The petitions -will be referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

TAIUFlf DUTIES ON WOOL. 

Mr. IlilA.?l.rnEGEE. While I am on my feet, 1\lr. President. 
I desire to sny in connection with the petition '-Yhich I presented 
tlle other day that I ham receiyed a letter from the Hockanum 
1Uills Co., of Rockyille, Conn., a part of which I will ask the 
Secretnry to read, and then I will make a few remarks upon it. 

There being no objection, t.he Secretary read as follows: 
TilE HOCKAXliM MILLS Co., 

Rocl.:rille, Conn., July SO, 1913. 
Ilon. FllAXK n. Br.AXDEGEE. . 

United States Senate, 1rasl1i11gton, D. C. 
hlY DE.rn SEXATOR: I am much pleased to see in the paper this morn

ing that you have moved to have a. dnte set for the going into effect of 
the free wool and the woolen g-oods duties. 

We are now offering for sale goods for next summer and we are 
greatly embarrassed, because we do not know when we will get free 
wool nor when the goods duties go into effect. 

l\-"c should have five or six months between free wool and the new 
goo<ls duties, and that has been the custom in all former tariff legisla
tion, I believe. 

Our light-weight goods season for next summer begins, as I said, 
now, and deliveries of tho e goods should end next February or 1\Iarch. 

All of tbe mill s of the country, with very few exceptions. are running 
on Jes tb:rn 25 per cent production. as stated in 1\Ir. liill's letter to 
yon, and if we can not get some po itive dates fixed the mills are apt 
to be le s employed than 25 per cent. 

As I said befo re, we are all very much pleased that you have taken 
up this matter in such a positive way, and are in hopes that the powers 
that be can get together and enact some positive date so that the 
woolen mills can either do a little business or get out of business. 

I am yours, sincerely, 
F. T . MAXWELL, President. 

l\lr. BilA...""\J)EGEE. In connection with the same matter 
I haYe a statement from the Trans-Atlantic Import Co., made 
by .dr. Harry Rosenbaum, which I will ask the Secretary to read. 

There being no objection, the Secretary read as follo-ws: 

Senator BRAXDEGEE, 

TRA~S-ATLA."<TIC IMPORT Co., 
New Yo1·k, July 30, 1913. 

United States Senate, Washi11gto11, D. C. 
DEAR Srn: Have read with a great deal of pleasure in to-day's paper 

your suggestion of the passage of a joint resolution setting forth when 
the new rates on textiles would become effective. 

I congratulate you on having grasped the situation and personally 
thank you, and you have the thanks of a great many other people 
enga~ed in the textile business to-day. 

I inclose you herein copy of an interview publishe<l on the 19th of 
April, more than three months ago, setting forth yout· views exactly. 
If the Senate to•day were to appoint a committee to visit the cutting
up markets of New York, Cleveland and Chicago and see the state 
of the textile industi-y, they would be simply amazed at the chaotic 
condition in which it exists. 

Merchants as a rule have anticipated the tariff bill to be passed as 
early as July or August, and where the House states explicitly the 
bill to be effective immediately upon its passage, and the Senate report 
of the Finance Committee making Schedule K effective on January 1, 
1914, has caused such an uncertainty in the trade that business in 
textiles of all descriptions is at an absolute standstill, and business 
conditions to-day, one thing reflecting upon another, are in a worse 
condition than they have ever been in any panic times we ha>e had 
in this country for 20 years. 

The credit of the cutter up of merchandise has been impaired owing 
to the uncertainty. · The cutter up of merchandise will not accept bis 
deli>eries. The retail merchant and department-store buyer has been 
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inst ructed not to buy, expecting at revision at sOIIIe' th:ne .oL other, prie.11 from the position taken b~ the F inance Committee in the 
to the sale season or befox:e: there: will be an;y consumpti~ Manatac- dm t ed t th S t Of . · 
turers <1f textiles in this: country· have all curtailed their output. amen en p~opos ~ o e. ena e, cour .,e, If the Senator 
Importers of textiles have canceled the- better part <1f theiT European · from Connecticut deSlres- to mtrofluce any resolution ou the sub
contracts, and should the ta.riff bill take e.fl'ect in tloo immediate future, : ject, he is at liberty to do o. and it ca n tak a its course be-
the consumer will not be benefited in any way whatsoever, because t th two Ho It .~. . 
there will be a scarcity, and the demand will come the moment the wee;i. e- . uses. u.oes: no_t seem to me,_ howe:f'er, lli. 
consumption starts- and then rt- will be a. questi-On: of supply. and demand. President, speaking frankly: ab-Out it ,. tha t there is any remedy 

Ii, as you suggest, a joint resolution we.re passed, stating the date, for this situation. except the speedy pas~age of the bill and I 
~~ ';g~~r~U:ii'at~k~~~k?e:i~liiesm~~A~~ U:i~~~ta Ji1-'1l:afe°1£li~ hope we may have thllt. · ' 
fQture. T wish to ask the. Senator from Connec.ticut. Does he prefer the 

The country has been reconciled~ ever since Wilson's election, that Houoe provision to the Senate provision wi reference to t)J.e 
we were to have a tariff revis1on. This has been. discounted.. We tim hen 4-1.;~ h dul h Il · t ff t 7 
believe it to be inevitable, bat if- a: date were set, ymr wfil pardon my e: W UJ.J..O sc e e S a go lil o e ec · 
English," both the Senate and the House· can. chew tfie rag indefinitely," Mr. BRANDEGEE. lli. Presfdent, I have no fix ed idea of 
an.d people would go about their b~ess. my own a.bout it not being familiar with t1ie technicalitie of 

Were r selfishly inclined, the turitr bill could not take effect too soon, . ' . 
but considering the best interests of the country as a whole any date- the woolen business. I can.. however, see the force of the pos1-
is better than the uncertainty. ' tion of those who are interested in it. 

I hope sincerely that YO?J' suggestion will be presented and that it l\Ii:. SL'\Il.I-ONS. The Senator wil1 understand, if he will :par-
will pass, and a.ssu.r<? you m advance tha"t you would r.eeeive· the con- _ "" . t, th . 
gratulatlons of many thousand& of textile men, throughout the United don me .LOr a momen at this pootponement of the dafe was 
States. . . . in th-e natnre of a concassion, which we th.ought was. proper 
Pardo~ this long discourse, and awaiting your reply, I am, under- the circumstances. Oi course, it the concession brings 

Sinc.erely, yo.urs, H~ ROSElf.BAUM. niwut d.i:fficulties of more consequence tha:n the dvan.tn:ges, the 
Mr. BRANDEGEE. !\fr. President, I ask the Secretary to · committee will be glad to have the views of S.en tors on the: 

ether side about that. 
read an interview published in. the Commercial and Finaneial l\fr. SMOOT. Mr. President--
World of. April 19, lfil3 ,_ on this: sa:me queoti-0n.. The VICE PRESID~ 'T. Does the. Senator from Con.necti-
Th~ VICEl PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 

hears n.~ and th Secretarv- wm reacl as- r"'Tnested. eut yield to the Senator from Utah? 
""" .,. ~':I:~ Mr. BRANDEGEE, I do. 

The Secretary read as follows: Mr. SMOOT. l should like to ask the Senn.tor from North 
[From. the· Comme:rciaL and'. Fin.anciaI Woi:ld af· Apr. 19• 1913·1 . Carolina if he thinks the House conferees- will agree to the 

A matter in. regard to whtcb there ls tlie- greatest crilieisID ts the- Senate amendment as to the time the i:ates take eff~..w.. 
faet that no- date bas been set to.r the ta.king effect- ot th~ new bUL =:ti 
A "few months earlier or later wm make all tbe difference in the world l\Jr. SIU.MONS. I am utterly unabfe to answer the: Sena.tor 
to importers and domestic manufacturers, and tr ls no. more than with respect to that; I am not authorized to say whether they 
rig:~t and falr that they should know just what they have to fa<:e. ld ld t I th' b 1 of 

Mr. Harry Rosenbaum. of the Trans-Atlantie Import Co.r oi 105 wou or wou no · rnk pro ab Y the chairman that 
Fifth Avenue, has pointed out this feature of the situation in a very committee feels the same delicacy in speaking in advan.ce for 
clear and convincing fasbioa. He> say~: the conferees of the House that I would teer in speaking in ad-

" Unless importers and domestic manufacturers are advised promptly f th nfe "' 
when this- bill is to go ln.to- ·e1Iect, business will be stagnant until we vance or e co re.es on the part OA the Sellilte. 
receive this vitally important information. Were I ob essed: of se..lfi.sh.- Ur. SMOOT. I will frankly say to the Sena.ton that I be
ness I would say the soon.er the bill became operative the better fo.u !ieve both the growers and the IIlfillu:factu.re.i:S' of wooJ! would 
ourselves. Bat considerinc; the best interests. of the coun·try as a whole, prefer the nrovision reported bv the Committee. on Finance of 
we favor J"anuary 1 nert, wtrich will give- merchants' amp'le' time to .t:' .. 

adju t themselves to the new state of" affairs__ Enactment without the S:enate to the House provision, but what. they do want, 
plenty of time for preparation would be ruinous to many small mer- if possible~ is to know when the rates are to take effect. The 
ch~ .'~t is not only the importers- who need to know the date as to lightweight season of the w:oolenrgoods business. is· on~ people 
when the bill is- to become law. Manufacturers o.t_ domestic goods. say have- to· place their orders--
that millions of dolla rs' worth: of orders and raw material of great Mr. SIMMONS. I understand that. 
value stand in danger of being· greatfy injured'" unless definite- time is Mr. SMOOT. And it i& fur that reaso tha some. clefinite 
fi:x:elf. 

It is proposed to call tlie attention or Congres to this omission : understanding, if' it be po sible, should be: had.. I do not say, 
th.rough trade associations and other commereial bodies. It ls stated however that it is possible. 
by handl'.ers of dome tic and foreign goods that heavy IosseB will have M ~"'A ....... KONS D ot th s~~· 
to be taken in the shape of a sm:tller· business and the llquidation of" r. o.u::.1...r.i.: ~ oes n · e t::.a:u.ufil' see the: difficulties 
stocks In the bands of all distributors unless a; date is: fix.ed at once. · about that? 
Bu_ye~ are requestin11 that no goods be· shipped until something l\Ir. SMOOT. Yes, Mr. President· r do see tlie difficulties 

definite is known. regard mg when the new rates are to go Into effect, d I t 1 · · 11 I' · 1 •t 
and this was one of the primary reasons why factors who cate.- to the an . am no comp a1rung at a · s1mp ~ wanted to know 1 
cutting-up trade bezan to bestir themselves. Airother phase of the the Senator had any idea whether the House committee would 
busine . was that many purchasers advised mill agents they would agree to the Senate amendment because ff they would I think 
make commitments for fmmediate requirements only and that they I st . . . ' ' ' • 
were beginning already to adjust themselves to the- conditions they that at ea an mtimation could then. be given to the 1mr-
an1:icipated woura arise in the near future. ebasers of woolen goods that that would be the case. 

Mr. Rosenbaum also <;alls :ittention to the fact that the duty ?!t pile l\Ir. SIMMONS. I can only say to the Senator that I have 
fabrics in the new tan.ff will beo 50 per cent a.a. valo.rem,. wfiile the d ,,. d f di si · 4-1-.. ~-4' H 
duty on tbe same fabrics made into garments on the other side and seen an llear o no spo tion upon W-Le part v.i. the ouse to 
imported as finished garments will be only 35 per eent. which is not yiel'd its position upon that question. 
sufficient duty to protect the large- American cloak ndustry. Mr. LIPPITT. Mr: President, will the Senator from Con-

M r. BRANDEGEE. Mr President, a few days ago, when necticut yield to me? 
I brought this matter to the attention of the Senate, the ~fr. BRANDEG'EE. 1 yield to the Senator. 
Senator from North Carolina [l\fr. SIMMONS].- the chairman of Mr. LIPPITT. The Senator from North Carolina: asked the. 
the Finance Committee, was kind enough to say that he: would Senator from Gonnec.ticut which of the two. pro:visions, the 
confer with members of the Ways and Means Committee o.f the Senate· or the- HOu.se provision, fie preferred. 
other House and see if some dat e could be fixed upon by them, Mr. SIMMONS. I mennt, of eourse, which one the woolerr. in
with a view of notifying the interests concerned as to when dnstry prefened. r did not mean to inquire as to the pre:f
the new tariff duties would go into effect. I noted in: one of erence- of an individual Senator~ but I meant the woolen in
the morning newspapers that some such conferences had been dnstry'. 
held, but that they had. '"borne no fruit." in the language of l\.fr. LIPPITT. I so tmderstood; and r was- simply· going to 
the newspaper. I now ask; the eh.airman. of. the Committee on- say that; while I am not a woofen. m.anu:factnrer any more than 
Fina.nee if be is ready to make any statement ta the Senate as is the- Senator from Connec-ticut, I do tflin.k there· is v:ery little 
to. the result off his interviews or c:onferences- upon. this subject?· doubt that the woolen manufacturers, as a rule, and the entire 

l\fr. Sil.IMO.es. .Mr. President. whatr the manufaeturers of woolen trade, as· a rule, would: very much prefer the Senate 
wool' seem to de··re fs tllat befor we pass· a: tariff bill we shall provision. I also W3'11t to say tha.t I think the- situation in 
make provision: outside of the bill for tire wu.of indusi:J'y. I which the introduction of the Senate amend'ment has left this 
have stated that I reco!?Ilized some e.moarrassmen.t would come. whoie:- question is infinitely worse- than though the- Senate com
to that industry from the conflict between the provisions of the mittee had taken no action at all, beca.u e I think the· trade 
House and the Senate oill with refererrce to the: time when th.Ia could rake- steps ta. accommodnte- itself as ell us :imght be to 
schedule should go into effect and was- iITing to do what I either course i'.f they knew which eoursewas going. w be pursued. 
could toward a certn.ining het1ier that diff'erenee could: lJe reu- Under tlie· present condition. two very different cum~ have 
sonaf>Jy adjusted in advance of' a meeting of' the· conference. been suggested; and the situation is rclt i'rn the· PQS1'timt where 
I ha>a conferred with the chairman of the Ways1 and. Means there is> no mau in th-e woolen- trade- O' knows hetlier the 
Committee (Jf the HoRSe of Representatives, and r find' that he provisiuus of this bill affecting wool are· to go. into effect. at one 
does not feel authorized, in :idvance of tfie: conferenc-e, to recede' date or the other: While r believ~ the-- members· er tiie Finance 
from the pooitfon of the other House; and I do ·I10t feel autl'.l.or- ComnH:ttee- of the Senate· m adofltllrg thie amendment did oo 
ized, ill' adrance of the meeting· o:t the' Cflnference; to reeede· >with a- view to helping the- wcro1en- manufacturer, it seems to 
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me that it was most unfortunate that in proposing .such a of opinion between the two branches, had been arrfred .at bef.ore 
change they did uot first get some idea as to whether or not · some different policy had been suggested. 
their suggestion would meet with favor at the other end -0f this : Mr. SllllfONS. Mr. PreSident, of course the situation we 
building. hase now was not anticipated; and if it had been anticipated I 

Mr. J.AUES. Mr. President, 1 sh<>uld like to suggest to the : :suppose Senators would ha\e felt a delleaey in going ov.er to 
Senator-- . · the H<>use ·and inquiring of the H-ouse Ways and Means Com-

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Connecticut mittee whether they· would agree to Ull amendment 1f :we 
:;-ield to the S-enator from Kentucky? made it. 

Mr. BRAJ\TDEGEE. I have yielded to the Sen:ator from Rhode I ba.ve .said aJ1 I can say about the matter, and that is that 
Island, but if I have a right to yield to more than one Sen- I have seen no disposition on the part of the House committee 
ator at the same time I yiel -cheerfully to the Senator from to indicate any purpo e to recede from its action. It might be 
Kentucky. well for us to consider what course we would pursue in that 

Mr. JAMES. I merely wunt to say to tlle Senator from respect, in view ,of the :fad that Senat-0rs state that rut.her than 
Rh.ode Island, in -connection with his .suggestion that -the action have this llllcertainty it would be better to acceJJt the Honse 
of the Sen..'lte committee in extending the time when this bill p1·opositicm. That is a .matter :about \Yn.1ch 1 can -express no 
was to take effec would do the wool-en industry greater injury opinion, but it is one that might 'be considered. 
than to ha• .e readily agreed to the House provisi-0n, that many l want to say, in addition, Defore I finish, th::t.t there is on-e 
represen:tati\es of the woolen indnstry appeared bet.ore our com- thing that might be done, and only one thing that I ean see 
mittee nnd reque ted this amendment. Certainly they knew m>w; 'and so far as I am concerned I will do what 1 -can to 
that we ~re merely a coordinate branch of the GQ:vernment, have that course pursued. W.hen the conferees meet, in view 
and that our action was not a finality n.s to what W{}uld be of this situation. it can be arranged, I think, to take up i'.hi-s item 
th-e law; that tJre House had to be .consid-ered; but they very in oonfer.ence fir t, and try to .reach some :final -conclusion bout 
urg.ently requested the Senate to extend tb.e time .as of vital it; nud in tka:t wny the final settlement of the matter might be 
importanee to tlwm. advanced. 

1\Ir. LIPPITT'. Mr. President, what the Senator says in .re- M:c. .LIPPITT. I hope S'l')ch a 'Course will be pursued. 
gru:d to the wool-en manufactmers knowing the ·C{}ndition in M.r. BRAN""DEGEE. Mr. Pl·esident--
regard to the t~ H.(j)uses a..gi·ee:ing i.S perfectly true. They Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President--
ought t@ ha•e lmown. that; but, as a plain matter .ef fact, -very The VICE PRE IDENX. Does the S-enator tro:rn Connretieut 
few -0f them tho1'0ughly J.-.ealize that ¥er.y feature in !the p.assa.ge . yield to the .Senator from Mis issippit 
of a. bill. 'Illey are not technically informed in that respect. Mr. Irn .. umEGEE. It I .may. 
What they came down here to urge-and did urge, I believe. Mr. WILLIAMS. I Virant to sub:mil a couple of faTOxable re-
l'ery .strenunusly-was that th&.e should be .a nxea. .definite . ports in J."egard to TOntine matteTS tr.om the Committee to Audit 
date in advance of the .fina1 passage of this -blll upon which .a,nd Oantr0'1 the Oontingent Expen. es of fue Senate. I mn 

· the duty ·~n -wool should go into .effect, .and another date, ~b- · sure the resoluticm will pass without .;any .question. 
sequent to ~at ~ate by .thr.ee _or ,foUI' months, .as the ca~ m~ght : Mr . .BBA:l'\DEGE.E. I 11,are no objection w.hateve:r, J:rn.t I 
be, ·upon which ilt .shonlG go iinto ~ect upon the mamrfac:tnres : th1nk it is in violation :of the .roles of the 'Senate. 
of wool. They lloped, it such n JJl'Ov1s1on were put linto this · Mr. WILLIA.HS. But I ask unammons consent to ;do it. 
bill in the form of an amendment, that it would .be with the ; M .BRANDEGEE. .I Shall :not :raise the question.. 
.idea that it fill:ould be the final JJolicy of these who are .rE!spon- The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there :any objection1 The 
siole for the bill. -Ohfilr hears n.-one. 

. If it IS simply :pnt 'in the bill with the 'Strnn~ prohabillty that .Mr. WILLlilfS. I a·sk 1mm00iate >CQilS-idcr.ation for !the r.es,o.. 
when t:J1e om ~ctuall;y becumes -a Jaw tlle _ J)ollcy t>f "!:he Rouse rotions. 1 iam fS1lre th&e will t>e no 'Objection. One -0f them .is 
Of ~epTes.~'ti~ will JH.-.e-v~l, 'Or ev~ Wlth uncertainty as to t-0 give six months' pay to the widow .ef a dead mployee aD:d 
'!h1ch poli<;Y J.S go~g to I>r.eYS.1;'1, .almost n.nybod.Y_, no JruI~.er ~ow the ·other iis ro add to th-e pay of a 'Clerk -0f ion:e <0f the com-
11.ttle tecllnica1 he rs, can -r~a.di'lv see 'the 'COnfusion :of .nnnn mto mittees 
which t!very merchant mid mannfacturer 'Connected -with the · . 
business. is is :i;r ut. I think that is perfectly plain. . ~r. BR.ANDEGEE. .. :Mr. P~resi-d:nt. perS6rutlly I :have. no .ob-

Mr. SIMMON . Mr. !PreSi.dent-- Jec~on wha.tev~r to thI.S..matter bemg mterp~lated at this :time. 
Mr . ..J.AMES. M-r. President, if the Senator :from ' "'orth oQaro- My imp.ressw:r_i ;rs, h.o"w'ev.er, that tlte rn1e l)rovid'0'8 th~ A 'Senator 

tin11 will 'Permit me, w.hile as an . il'filrulry jpropcm:i:tron s®m -Of ~hall not be mterrupted t.~ llT~~ a .matter of !his .so~. -and 
these small manufaetm.'e:rs womd not be :familiar 'Wlfh tbe ~at 1t :s~iJ. l>.e ~e duty o'f tb:_e Chair to-enfor~e the rule-without 
teclmicafities of legiBln.tion, yet I do T~eall "that Yr. Whl:tmaD,, his attentio:r; be:ng called to it. I .may be nnstaken about th::rt; 
"'f I am not "reJ"Y .mneh .miStalren, ma.de .all nrgnment refore ·om but I Will. yield if I can.~ . 
oeommittee in whleh he cited the Wilson bill as extendhlg the 'The VICE PRESIDENT. ::I'hat.~ the Tu1e. 
time and as a precedent that we ought to follow. Certainly · Mr~ WTI.I,12\l\f'S. i ~'Still waiting~ get the mns~ of the 
Mr. Whitman 'UndeTst-0od. 1l:S I nav.e no dou'!Jt t1le .Senat-0r will 'Benator ~ -Oo~ec.tieut. I i:utd :no .:i-dea ot .PTesen'ting the 
agree, tlmt the Senate rommittee .cotild .onj;y recommend this ireports w.ithont his consent. 

ction tn the -Senate, and or course, ttrat w.ould not he bin.mg l\Ir. BllANDEGEE. li tbe 'Senn.t!>r from Mississ1pp'.i .had 
'Upon the 'Rouse. ' 'heard .me, he wcnild have ire:alized that I had given my oo.nsent 

J\Ir. LIPPITT. I do net -:wan-t to inke too mnch <Jf the ilme ib.:r.ee times, wllen ·:onc.e was enough. 
·of the Senato1· from ·Conneetieut, .but -;r want w sa'Y that ~ all Mr. W~~m. Then if .tJ;ie .Senator--
knGW oow ~gi.slation J..s . room_plished. We all know tha.tpe0p1e :Mr . .BRA1''D.EGEE. I now give itJfo.r Uie fourth lime. 

ho are prominent in the councils {}fa paTty as ttb:e 'cllai:rman Mr. WILLIAMS. If ihe Senator 'has given his c0I1:Sent, then 
of the Finance Committee is prominent ana ~the cll.amnan .of .I .ask immediate consider.ation .for the resolutions. :rh.ey wlll 
the W.a,ys and leans Committee of the House is :piorrnnent, can take Drily .a .minute. .They .are matters c,f .routine ..business . 
.a:gree Qil such thing as thls Qr <Can ha \e .some .harmony of view "The VICE P..RESID.ENT. Will the Senator hom IDs issippi 
upon i:t. AU that as necessary to have :had this matter de:fi.- ten the .Chair now the Chair is to get out !()f enforcing the .rnle'l 
nitely runderstood, _:with .a strong probfl>bility .of the :firul1 .resul:t, Mr. ~S. ! supp.ose -anyl>ody wlth :iJ;l:tEilligence can 
was that before .any change ill the poli-cy was :suggested .m this do .aeythmg 'by 11na:mmnus :co11sen.t, Mr. President. I do n().t 
body it snould be known illiat Jin a general ·w.ay the .dJ:uinn:an I lrnow. A man can ao it; two .:men can .do it; three men ean .O.o · 
9f the Way filld Means Committee i;;ympatbi:zed w!if.h that view. I it; .six: .men can do it; .any oxgamzation I hav.e ever heard of 
Simply to suggest he.re .a ,policy opposed to the policy of the can do a. l: Jiave asked unanimous .eon:sent. .an.d if mJ:,")nimous 
chairman of the Ways and l\IeaHs Committee adds no beneficial con.seat is granted fuere is .not.bing in the way. 
-effect to the situation, but, :0n fue ccntrary, ns I ·am trying to , 1\Ir. CL.A.PP. Mr. President--
.explain, increases tlle confusion m nyfold. :Mr. WILLI.A.l\IS. All the Chair has to do is to put to ·the 

Mr. SIMMONS. 1\fr. President, I trust the Sena.tot" mider- Senate the request tor unanimous consent. • 
stands that in making amen nts to ttu:s bill :the Senate .com- The VICE PRESIDE....'l\IT. 'The rules say that !the Chair shall 
.mittee did not consider whether -0r ndt the House was .gDing to .not d-0 it. The ·Chair d0es not hal"'e mueh illtelligence, but the 
.agree to the.runen.dments :a d desist frnm ma.king them ibeeause . Chair can rea.d ifibe rules. 
it did not know what might be the final .atti:tnd-e of .tbe ..Ilouse · l\'Ir. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, this is still the IDG.rai:ag 
with re:Ler.ence to the .u.meRdments. W.e,, of eourse, made the .hour L think. 

mendmen:ts that Jia~e :been. :Jruide :npo-n our .liu.dgment. · The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Connecticut 
.Mr. LLPPI"IT. 1: .nm sure :the ·s~ .fr~ North -Garollna Mr. B1tANml.GEEil ms .the fio01.·. 41'.Il-d we ·hm-.e not ,ye-t reached :re

will not deny that it would haTe T&lieved tlns OOIIfusi.Qil very ports of committees. 
greatly if the situation I ha\e tried to describe, of a harmony Mr. WILLI.A.MS. I wil.1 wait until we do, then. 
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Mr. BilAI\TDEGEE. I am very sorry the Senator could not 
get the matter attended to at this time. 

The statement of the Sena tor from Kentucky [Mr. JAMES] 
that the Senate committee made this change in the date at the 
request of certain woolen interests seems to me to have no bear
ing upon this case. Admit that the Senate amendment is better 
than t he House provision--

Mr. JAMES. If the Senator will pardon me, I did not state 
that we had made it at the instance or request of the woolen 
interests. I did state that they appeared and urged it. 

l\Ir. BilANDEGEE. I did not mean to intimate that the com
mittee was unduly under the influence of the woolen interests. 
Far from it. What I meant to say was that even if the Senate 
amendment -was proposed by the committee after the woolen 
interests had suggested that it would be an improvement, it 
seems to have no relevancy to the present difficulty. The trouble 
is that the House has proposed one time and the Senate has 
proposed :inother. 

After this matter has been called to the attention of the Fi
nance Committee, and after everybody admits the embarrass
ment to this great trade in all its branches all over the country, 
for the Senator to say that if somebody else wants to introduce 
a resolution to try to smooth out this trouble there is no rule 
to prevent his doing so, and to prophesy that while it might be 
considered it probably would produce no remedy, is hardly the 
attitude that, it seems to me, the great Finance Committee of 
the Senate ought to take on this matter. 

Here is a situation which imperils the whole woolen industry 
of this country. Authoritative documents ha>e been put into 
the RECORD showing that the business is running on 25 per cent 
of its possibilities of production at the present time, and that 
there is a panicky feeling all through the business, from the 
production of the raw material to the sale of the manufactured 
product. To have the great Finance Committee of the Senate 
and the great Ways and Means Co:i;nmittee of the House stand 
here saying that they can not consider the remedy until the 
disease has proved fatal seems to me to be an admission of im
potency that I exceedingly regret to discover in the Congress of 
the United States. The fact that after the bill gets into con
ference, at some indefinite date in the future, they may then take 
up this as one of the first matters to be considered in conference 
would have no tendency to calm the excited feeling in this trade 
which now exists. If the matter were taken up in conference as 
the first item, there is no assurance whatever that it would be 
reported independently and in advance of the entire conference 
report, if the conferees shall be able to agree. 

l\fr. GALLINGER. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does Uie Senator from ·Connecticut 

yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 
Mr. BilANDEGEE. I yield to the Senator from New Hamp

shire. 
Mr. GALLINGER. l\Ir. President, I am in full sympathy 

with the desire expressed by the Senator from Connecticut that 
this time should .be extended, certainly as long as provided in 
the Senate amendment ; but I do not quite see, and I ask the 
Senator from Connecticut if he sees, any way in which the mat
ter can be determined at the present moment. The House has 
passed the bill. It has ·been sent to the Senate, and the Senate 
proposes to amend it. However friendly the Finance Commit
tee or the Senate itself may be to the Senate amendment, does 
the senator think there is any method by which we can get 
assurance from the other body that they will agree to the Sen
ate amendment? 

.Mr. BRANDEGEE. None except what I suggested the other 
day, which was that the Finance Committee of the Senate should 
report a joint resolution fixing the dates and send it over to the 
House of Representatives, and then let the House of Representa
tives act upon it, and, if necessary, appoint a conference com
mittee upon the join.t resolution if there is disagreeing action. 
That was the only way I could think of. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not know whether there are prec
edents for that or not; but at first blush it strikes me that 
befoTe a bill has been passed and before it goes to conference 
it would be rather extraordinary for us to pass a joint resolu
tion of that kind. 

1\fr. BRANDEGEE. It might be extraordinary. 
l\fr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, when the Senator had this 

matter up before I suggested to him that it would ie not only 
an extraordinary thing but a very difficult thing to draw a 
resolution o.f that sort. 

Mr. BRA.NDEGEE. I do not anticipate any difficulty in 
drawing it. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I think when the Senator undertakes to do 
it he will find that there is difficulty. 

l\fr. BRA.~~EGEE. I am not sure but that I shall undertake 
it, notwithstanding the warning of the Senator from North 
Carolina. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ha·rn full knowledge of the fact that 
some of my own constituents are extremely solicitous about 
this matter, and if there is any remedy I hope we shall" find it. 
But, as I look at the parliamentary situation, it seems to me 
the remedy is not visible to the naked eye, and that we shall 
find great difficulty in discovering it. That is my impression. 

Mr. BORAH. l\Ir. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Connecticut 

yield to the Senator from Idaho? 
Mr. BRANDEGEE. I do. 
Mr. BORAH. I understand the difficulty which the Senator 

from Connecticut is seeking to obviate is the fact that the 
bill as it comes from the House provides that the duties shall 
go into effect immediately upon the passage of the bill and the 
Senate amendment provides that they shall go into effect on 
the 1st of January. As I understand, this change in the time -
when they shall go into effect is made at the request of the 
woolgrowers of the West. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The woolgrowers of the West asked for it, 
yes; that is, through their representatives. I do not recall now 
that any woolgrower himself came, but the representati¥es of 
that section of the country asked for it. 

Mr. BORAH. The Senator from Connecticut is not insist
ing upon a particular date, but upon a date? 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. Yes; not only a date when the duty 
upon raw wool shall go into effect, but a date arranged with 
relation to that, in view of the seasonal nature of the trade, 
when the duties upon manufactured products of wool shall take 
effect; and that the two shall be arranged with proper reference 
to the time between the laying in of the raw material and the . 
time when the manufacturers have to make contracts for the 
production of the manufactured article. 

Mr. BORA;EI. The Senator is not objecting particularly, then, 
to the fact that the bill provides at this time that it shall go 
into effect on the 1st of January? 

l\Ir. BRA.l~EGEE. No; and of course my idea about which 
particular dates would be best for the trade is no better than 
that of any ot.1;ler Senator. In fact, other Senators' ideas are 
much better than mine, for they know more about the business. 

I have said all I care to say about the matter this morning. 
I think in the near future I shall introduce a joint resolution 
which I hope will have the consideration of the Finance Com
mittee. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I venture the suggestion that if the Sen
ator from Connecticut, using his persuasive methods, which we 
all understand, could induce the Senators on the other side who 
will be on the conference committee to stand out, not only a 
week or a month but as long as might be necessary, against the 
House conferees, and insist that this amendment should · be 
agreed to, we would then ha>e a practical solution of the 
matter. , · 

If the bill shall be passed as it has come from the committee of 
the Senate, with this very desirable amendment, I hope the con
ferees on the part of the Senate will conceive it to be their duty 
to make a special contest to carry their point; because, laying 
aside all controversy about the duties on raw wool or manu
factures of wool, there is no question that our manufacturing 
interests, at least-and I speak simply from a general knowl
edge-are very much disturbed oYer this particular phase of the 
proposed legislation . 

Mr. SMOOT. I just want to add to what has been said by 
the Senator from New Hampshire that they may well be dis
turbed, for the reason that from the time the raw wool is taken 
into the mill, if its manufacture is immediately started, it is 
generally four months before it is made into cloth; and the 
manufacturers ought to have that difference so as to protect 
themselves in regard to the wool they have on hand. 

PROTECTION OF AMERICAN CITIZENS. 

Mr. SHEPP A.RD. I present resolutions adopted by the Sen
ate of the State of Texas relative to conditions in Mexico. I 
ask that the resolutions be printed in the RECORD and referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

There being no objection, the resolutions were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows : 
Whereas the Senate of the United States is now engaaed in debating a 

resolution offered by a distinguished United States 'E3enator from the 
West concerning the policy that should be pursued by the Govern
ment of the United States in defense of the rights of its citizens 
in Mexico ; and 



1913. CONGRESSION_t\.L RECORD-SENATE .. 2973 
Whereas American lives have been jeopardized and American property 

destroyed in Mexico by a persistt;nt r!!~al of this ~overnment to 
extend the proper protection to its crtizen and then: property .1!1 
that country, when ot~ foreign countries 'Yere I?rotectmg th~ir c1t1-
zcns and their property rights by a firm attitude r and 

Whereas a firm and dignified polic which recognizes and respects the 
rights of oar nei:ghboring Republic and demands in retru·n respect 
of the rights of tTur citizens there would tend to preserve. peace by 
pi:omoting mutual respect; and . 

'Whereas the national Democratic platform adopted at Baltimore on 
.Tnly 2,. rn12. contains the following- declaration ol party faith, 
to it: . h f k--" We pledge ourselves anew to preserve the saered rig ts o ~r-
fcan citizenship at home and abroad. The con tituti<mal rights. of 
American citizens should protect them on. our bor~e;rs and ~~ with 
them thro.u"'hout the world, and every American c1ti~en residmg or 
havin..,. pl'Operty in any foreign country is entitled to and must be 
given "the foll pr t eetkm o-r the United States Go ernment, both for 
himself and his property"~ 
Now, therefore, be it . 
Resolved, That it is the sense or the Senate of Texas th.a~ the Gov

ernment of the United States should redeem and give meanmg to the 
foregoing pledge of pa.rty faith in vindication of the national honor; 
be it further . 

Resolved, That the secretary of the senate _be mstructed to. forthwitll 
tran mit this re elution by mail to the Pr ident of the Uruted States 
and to the Senator-s and Representatives from Texas. 

The above resolution was this day adopted by the Senate o! Texas. 
W. V. HOWERTON, 

B.ecretaJ·y of the Senate. 

1\lr. SMITH of Michigun. Will the Senator from Texa.s per
mit me to make an inqui:ry. I should like to inquire of him 
whether his resolution was. to- be read? 

l\1r. SHEPP ARD. I did not ask that it be rea.d. If the Sen
ator would! like to hear it, it can be read. It is bri~ 

Mr. s .... nTH of Michig3n. What was th-e r~ference? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The resollltion w ordei'ed to be 

printed in the RECORD and referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS". 

Mr. CLAPP presented petitions of sundry citizens of Minne
apolis, 1\Iinn., praying for the adoption of an amendment to ~e 
Constitution granting the right of suffrage to women, which 
were referred to tlie Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

l\.lr. OLIVER presented a memorial of the Civil Se-rvice Re
form .Association of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the 
adoption of Paragraph 0, section 2, of the pending tariff bill~ 
relating to the coUection of the income tax, which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

~Ir. SAULSBURY. I present sundry petitions signed by 
many estimable women of Delaware, fa-voring the adoption of 
an amendment to the Constitution granting the r-ight of suf
frage to women~ I ask that the petitionS' be ·referred to the 
O>mmittee on Woman Sa.fi'.:rage. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Th-e petitions will be refen~ed to 
the C.Ommittee on Woman Suftrage. 

RF.PORTS O:f COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. CLARK o-f Wyoming (for Mr. CHAMBERLAIN), from the 
Committee on Public Lands, to which was referred the bill ( S. 
16T3) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior- to grant further 
extensions of time within which to make proof on desert-land 
entries in the county of Grant, State of Washingten, reported 
it without amendment and submitted a report (No. 94) thereon. 

l\Ir. STERLING, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill (S. 2576) for the relief of John Q. 
'.A.dams, reported it without amendment and submitted. a report 
:CNo. 00) thereon. 

SALARY OF ASSISTANT COMMITTEE CLERK. 

1\Ir. WILLIA....\IS. I repo1-t back favorably with amendments 
from the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex
penses of the Senate Senate resolution 133, submitted by the 
Senator from Alabama [l\fr. BANKHEAD] July 15. I ask for its 
present consideration. . 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to considel" the 
resolution. 

The amendments were, in line 5, before the words: "per 
annum,'-, to strike out " $2,000" and insert "$1,800," and in line 
6, before the words " to be paid," to strike out " $560 u and in
sert " $3GO," so as to make the resolution read: 

Resolved, That the chn.irman of the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads be authorlxed to employ one of his three a: sistant clerks, 
each no drawing a lnry of $1,440 per annum under the act of March 
4 1913 at the rate of 1, 0.0 per annum, the difference of $360 to be
ph.id from miseellan.eous items, contingent fund of the Senate, until 
other~e provided by law. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FOLLETTE] July 21. I ask. for 
its p1·esent consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

The amendment was, after the name" Sarah,'' to insert" W.," 
so as to make the resolution read: 

Resolved, That the- Secretary · of the Senate be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to pay out of the contingent fund of the Senate 
to Sarah W. Patrick, widow of Lewis S. Patrick, late clerk to the Co~
mittee to Investigate Trespassers on Indian Lands, a sum equal to sue 
months' salary at the rate he was receiving by law at the time of 
his death, said sum to be considered as including funei-al expenses und 
a.ll other allowances. 

The amendment -was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was ag:r_eed to. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT NEWARK, N. J. 

l\fr. l\IARTINE of New Jersey. I. report back favorably with
out amendment from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds the bill (H. R. 6383) to amend section 19 of an act• 
entitled "An act to increase the limit of cost of certain public 
buildings~ to authorize- the enlargement, extension. remodeling, 
or improvement of certain public buildings; to authorize the 
erection and completion of public buildings; to authorize the 
purchase of sites for public buildings, and for other purposes," 
approved March 4, 1913, and I submit a report (No. 93) thereon. 

I will state that the bill authorizes. the advertisement and 
sale of the. present post-office building and grounds in the city 
of Newark, N. J. Newark is the largest city in our State, 
having appro::rimately a population of half a million. We have 
outgrown the present quarters. '.rhe bill proposes to grant au
thority to sell the present post-office building and grounds for 
a sum not less than $1,800,000 and then to devote $800,000 for 
the purchase of a site that shall be fitting and proper according 
to the- department, and it provides further for the use of 
$1,000,000 for the erection of a building. It is quite essential 
that the matter be ta:b.-en in hand at once, and I ask unanimous 
consent for the imm~diate consideration of the bill. 

1\Ir. GALLINGER. Let the bill be read for the information 
of the Senate. 

Mr. MARTINE or New Jersey. It will cot the Go-vernment 
nothing. 'l'here are no amendments to the bill. · 

Mr. SIMMONS. r do not wish t(} object to its consideration 
and I will not do so, with the understanding that if it leads to 
any debate the Senator will withdraw it. 

l\fr. MARTINE of New Jersey. I certainly will acquiesce in 
that. There are no amendments and the bill is reportid by the 
committee unanimously. I can see no reason for debate. It 
it should lead to debate, I certainly would withdraw it. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as -in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con
sideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC LAND ENTRIES. 

Mr. STERLING. From the Committee on Public Lands I 
report back favorably with amendments the bill (S. 2419) 
permitting male minors of the age of 18 years or over to make 
homestead entry or other entry on the public lands of the United 
States and I submit a report (No. 95) thereon. The bill is 
accompanied by a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, 
which I ask that the Secretary may read, with a view of asking 
unanimous consent for the immediate consideration of the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read as requested. 

The SECRET.ARY. The letter of the Department of the Interior 
is as follows-

1\Ir. SIMMONS. Is it necessary to read that letter in con
nection with the report? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Dakota. 
has asked that the letter be read to show the necessity for the 
present ·ConsidP...ration of the bill. 

Mr. SIM:l\IONS. I shall obiect to the present considerafum 
of the bill. 

The VICE. PRESIDENT. The bill goes to tile calendar. 
BILLS- INTRODUCED. 

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows : 

By Mr. CLARK of Wyoming: 
A bill (~. 2870) to provide for the pllllishment of certain 

crimes against the United States; to the Committee on the 
SARAH w. PA.TRICK.. Judiciary . 

.Mr. WILLIA1'1S. l report back favorably with an amend- By Mr. GRONNA : 
ment from the Committee to Aufilt and Control the Contingent A bill (S. 2&-71) to amend section 09 of the Judicial Code; to 
Ex.pen e-s of the Senate Senate resolution 140, submitted by the : the Committee on the Judiciary. 
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By Mr. JONES: 
A bill ( S. 2872) granting an increase of pension to Pa trick 

J. Conway; and 
A bill ( S. 2 73) granting an increase of pension to Da nd N. 

Taylor; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By l\Ir. l\IcLEAN: 
A bill (S. 2874) granting a pension to Catherine Kelly (with 

accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
DU TIES ON" COTTON MANUFACTURES. 

l\Ir. LIPPITT. .I submit a proposed amendment which I de
sire to offer to the tariff bill, and I should like to have it read 
and Ue on the table. 

The amendment was read, ordered to lie on the table and to 
be printed, as follows: 

Beginning on page 73, strike out paragraphs 255 to 271, inclusive. 
In lieu tbereor insert the following : 
" PAR. 255. From and after the day following the passage of this 

act, in lieu or the terms and provisions of Schedule I of the act of 
CongL"ess approved .August 5, 1909, the terms and provisions of Schedule 
I of the act of Congress af proved July 24, 1897, shaIJ be substituted: 
Provided, That the rates o duty shall be the same as those imposed in 
said Schedule _I of the act of July 24, 1897, less 20 per cent thereof." 

GOODS IN BOND. 

1 Mr. SUTHERLAND. I off er a resolution ( S. Res. 146) for 
which I ask ,present consideration, and for fear the Secreta1ry 
may not be able to follow my handwriting I will read it: 

R esolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is directed to furnish 
for the use of the Senate the following information: 

1. The value of imported commodities now held under bond for ware
housing or other purpose which have been entered without payment of 

du~.The value of such commodities so held at the same time in the 

ye~~· l~.1;stimate of the totai amount of the duties payable upon such 
commodities under existing tariff laws. . 

4 . .An estimate of the amount of duties which would be payable 
under tbe proposed tariff bill, H. R. 3321, as the same is reported to 
the Senate by the Finance Committee of the Senate. 

I ask for the immediate consideration of the resolution. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
l\Ir. SIMMONS. I shall not object to the request, for tbe 

resolution is pertinent to the proposed amendment to the tariff 
bill submHted by the Senator from Utah on July 18. 

The resolution ~ms con idered by unanimous consent and 
agreed to. 

SEGREGATION ORDER IN POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT. 

Mr. CLAPP (by request) submitted the following resolution 
( S. Res. 1.47), which was ordered to lie on the table: 
Whereas it is reported that there bas been a segregation order issued 

by some unkno\vn source or authority in the Post Office Department; 
and 

Whereas the clerks and employees have worked together peacefully for 
over 50 years; and 

Whereas the said segreJration order will cost the Government of the 
United States over $150,000 : Therefore be it 
Rcsol,,;ed, That the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads be, and 

tbe.v are hereby. authorized to inquire into and to report by what 
authority the said segregation order was issued and what necessity, if 
any, exists for such order in the executive department after 50 years 
of perfect peace among the employees of the department, which order 
makes it very inconvenient for the clerks. 

LIEUT. ROY C. SMITH. 

Mr. S"JIITH of Michigan submitted the following resolution 
'(S. Res. 148), which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs: 

Resoli;ed, That the Committee on Naval .Affairs or a subcommittee 
tllereof are hereby authorized, empowered, and directed to Investigate 
the charges preferred against Lieut. Roy C. Smith, formerly with the 
Asiatic Squadron, upon which his resignation was demanded after 
threatening trial by court-martial. 

The said committee or subcommittee are for this purpose authorized 
to sit during the sessions or recesses of Congrei:.s, at such times and 
places as they may deem desirable or practicable, to send for persons 
and papers, to administer oaths, to summon and compel tbe attendance 
of witnesses, to conduct bearings, and ha>e reports of same printed 
for use. 

TIIE TA.RIFF. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate 

proceed to the consideration of House bill 3321. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 

Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 3321) to 
reduce tariff duties and to provide re\enue for the Government, 
and for other purposes. · 

The VICE rRESIDE~T. The pending question is on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
GALLINGER], at the top of page 29. The Senator from North 
Dakota [1\Ir. GRoNN.A.] is entitled t J the floor. · 

~fr. GRONNA. Mr. President, when the Senate took an ad
journment yesterday I was about to proceed to discuss the tariff 
on sheep. 

Our prese~t law has a duty on sheep of 75 cents per head if 
less than 1 year old and $1.50 per head if more than 1 year. 
The Senate' bill places sheep on the free list. France bas a 
general duty of $3.50 per 100 pounds and a minimum duty of 
$2.19 per 100 pounds. Germany has a general Cluty of $1.94 
per 100 pounds and a conventional duty of 86 cents per 100 
pounds. Austria-Hungary has a duty of 51 cents per head· Bel
gium 39 cents per head. England and the Netherlands ~dmit 
sheep free. Italy imposes a duty of 58 cents per head 
plus the statistical tax of 2 cents. Spain has a duty of 77 
cents per head, with a lower rate of 58 cents on sheep imported 
from fa\ored countries. Russia has no duty on sheep. Canada 
has a general tariff of 25 per cent ad valorem, with an inter
mediate tariff of 22! per cent. Mexico admits them free. 
Brazil has a rate of $2.05 per head. Argentina has no duty on 
sheep. Japan assesses them $1.49 per head. Australia pro
tects her sheep with a rate of 48 cents per head. New Zealand 
admits them free. 

The present law has a tariff of $1.50 per head on swine. 
The Senate bill places them on the free list. Other countries 
have duties on swine as follows: England, free; France, gen
eral duty $2.19 per 100 pounds, minimum duty $1.31 per 100 
pounds; Germany, general rate· $1.94 per 100 pounds, conven
tional duty 97 cents per 100 pounds; Austria-Hungary, 30 cents 
each on sucking pigs, $2.44 on others weighing less than 2G4 
pounds, and $4.47 on bogs weighing more than 264 pounds; 
Belgium, free; the Netherlands, free; Italy, 58 cents each if 
weighing less than 22 pounds, $1.93 each if weighing more than 
22 pounds; Spain, $2.12 each; Russia, free~ Canada, general 
rate 1! cents per pound, intermediate rate 1-l cents per pound; 
l\Iexico, GO cents per 100 pounds; Cuba. general rate, $1.25 
each, special rate to the United States, $1 each; Brazil, $~ .56 
per head; Argentina, free; Japan, 20 per cent ad \Ulorem; 
Australia, $1.20 each; New Zealand, free. 

The Senate bill reduces the pre ent rate of 30 cents per 
bushel on barley to 15 cents. The rates in some other countries 
are as follows: England, free; France, 13 cents per bushel ; 
Germany, general rate, 36 cents per bnshel; con\entional rate, 
21 cents per bushel; Austria-Hungary, general tariff, 18 cents 
per bushel; conventional tariff, 12 cents per bushel; Belgium, 
free; the Netherlands, free; Italy. 17 cents per b-usbel plus a 
statistical tax of a little less than one-half cent a bushel; Spain, 
17 cents per bushel; Russia, free; Canada, general tariff, 15 
cents per bushel; intermediate tariff, 12! cents per bu bel; 
Mexico, 35 centg per bushel; Cuba, 14 cents per bushel; if for 
brewing purposes, 11 cents per bushel; Brazil, 39 cents per 
bushel; Argentina, 16 cents per bushel; Japan, 10 cents per 
bushel; Australia, 23 cents per bushel; New Zealand, 23 cents 
per bushel. 

On oats our present rate is 15 cents per bushel; the Senate 
bill reduces this to 6 cents per bushel. In other countries the 
tariffs are as follows: England, free; France, 8.4 cents per 
bushel; Germany, general rate, 24 cents per bushel; com·en
tional rate, 17 cents per bushel; Austria-Hungary, general rate, 
18f cents per bushel; conventional rate, 15 cents per bushel; 
Belgium, 8 cents per bushel; the Netherlands, free; Italy, 11 
cents per bushel; Spain, 11 cents per bushel; Russia, free; 
Canada, general tariff, 10 cents per bushel; intermediate tariff, 
9 cents; Mexico, 12 cents per bushel; Cuba, 7~ cents per bushe1, 
with the usual 20 per cent reduction on American imports; 
Brazil, 29 cents per bushel; Argentina, 21 cents per bushel; 
Japan, 8 cents per bushel; Australia, 12 cents per bushel ; New 
Zealand, 6 cents per bushel. 

On rice the Senate bill reduces the present duty of 2 cents a 
pound, cleaned, and 1i cents, uncleaned, to 1 cent ancl fise
eighths cent a pound, respectively. Other countries ha\e rates 
as follows: Great Britain, free; France, 70 cents per 100 
pounds; Germany, pearled rice, general rate, 65 cents per 100 
pounds; conventional rate, 43 cents per 100 pounds; rice. not 
cleaned, 43 cents per 100 pounds; Austria-Hungary, general rate, 
55 cents per 100 pounds; conventional rate, 33 cents per 100 
pounds; Belgium, free; the Netherlands, free; Italy, 96 cents 
per 100 pounds; Canada, cleaned rice, general rate, 75 cents 
per 100 pounds; intermediate rate, 65 cents per 100 pounds; 
uncleaned rice and paddy, free; l\Iex.ico, 2 cents per pound; 
Cuba, 54 cents per 100 pounds, with a 40 per cent reduction if 
imported from the United States; Brazll, $3.22 per 100 pounds; 
Argentina, 95 cents per 100 pounds; J apan, 38 cents per 100 
pounds; Australia, $1.46 per 100 pounds; 81 cents per 100 
pounds, if uncleaned; New Zealand, 18 cents per 100 pounds. 
The committee has treated the rice growers fairly well com
pared to the treatment accorded other farmers. The only above 
countries ha\ing a higher duty on rice than the proposed rate 
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are Russia, H cen.ts per i1ound; Mexico, 2 cents; Brazil, almost 
3t cents; and Australia, about 1! cents . . 

Wheat, the great staple product of the Northwe ·t, and also 
extensiyely raised in the Middle West, is at present protected 
by a duty of 25 cents per bushel; the Senate bill places it on 
tlle free list. Other important countries ha Ye rates as follows: 
Great Britain, free; France, 37 . cents per bushel; Germany, 
general rate 48! cents per bushel, conventional rate 35! cents; 
Austria-Hungary, general tariff 43 cents per bushel, conYen
tional tariff 36! cents; Belgium, free; the Netherlands, free; 
Italy, 39 cents i:>er bushel; Russia, free; Spain, 42 cents ·per 
bushel; Canada, general rate 12 cents per bushel, intermediate 
10 cents; Mexico, 44 cents per bushel; Cuba, general rate 16 
cents per bushel, to the United States 13 cents; Brazil, 14 cents 
per bushel; Argentina, seed wheat free, other wheat 25 per cent 
ad rnlorem, wheat except seed wheat is not specifically men
tioned in · the tariff act and would therefore be dutiable under 
the general provision that all goods not specifically charged 
with a duty and not exempted from duty shall pay a duty 
of 25 per cent ad valorem; Japan, 17 cents per bushel; Aus
tralia, 22! cents per bushel; New Zealand, 11 cents per bushel. 
Great Britain, Belgium, the Netherlands, and Russia are the 
only ones of these countries to place wheat .on the free list. 
~~e duty on flaxseed is reduced by the Senate bill from the 

present duty of 25 cents per bushel to 15 cents per bushel. In 
other countries we find the following rates: Great Britain, free; 
France, if used for seed, general rate 23 cents per bushel, 
minimum rate 17 cents per bushel, if used for any other purpos~ 
than for seed, free; Germany, general rate 4! cents per bushel1 

com·entional rate free; Austria-Hungary, free; Belgium, free; 
the Netherlands, free; Italy, 23 cents per bushel; Russia, 
general rate 20 cents per bushel, conventional rnte 12 cents; 
Spain, 5 cents per bushel; Canada, 10 cents per bushel; Mexico, 
H cents per bushel ; Cuba, 32 cents per bushel with a 20 per 
cent reduction if imported from the United States; Brazil, $1.13 
per bushel; Argentina, flax for seed free, other fl.ax 25 per cent 
ad rnlorem; Japan, 13 cents per bushel; Australia, 27 cents 
per bushel; New Zealand, free. 

On potatoes there is at present a duty of 25 cents per bushel; 
the Senate bill places them on the free list. Other counh·ie , 
I find, have rates as follows: Great Britain, free; France, if 
imported between March 1 and June 1, general rate 32 cents 
Iler bushel, minimum rate 16 cents per bushel; if imported at 
any other time, general rate 16 cents per bushel, minimum 
rate 2 cent ; Germany, from February 15 to July 31, general 
rate lG cents per b"ushel, conventional rate G cents; from Augn t 
1 to February 14, free; Austria-Hungary, general rate $1.02 
per bushel, conventional rate free; Belgium, free; the Nether
land , free; Italy, free; Russia, free; Spain, 6 cents per 
bushel; Canada, general tariff 20 cents per bushel, intermediate 
tariff 17! cents; Mexico, 44 cents per bushel; Cuba, 18 cents 
per bushel; Argentina, free; Brazil, $1.03 per bushel; Japan, 
30 per cent nd yalorem; Australia, 13 cents per bushel; New 
Zea land, 13 cents pe1· bushel. 

On corn there is at the present time a duty of 15 cents per 
bushel; tho Senate bill places it on the free list. Tariffs in 
other countries are as follows: Great Britain, free; l!~rance, 
15 cents per bu hel; Germany, general rate, 30 cents per 
bushel-conventional rate, 18 cents; Austria-Hungary, 21 cents 
per bushel general rate-14 cents conventional rate; Belgium, 
free; the Netherlands, free; Italy, 37 cents per bushel; Russia, 
free; Spain, 11 cents per bushel; Canada, not for distillation, 
free-if for distillation, 7! cent.s per bushel; Mexico, 11 cents 
per bushel; Cuba, 10 cents per bushel; Brazil, 3·5 cents per 
bushel; Argentina, seed corn, free-other, 25 per cent ad 
>alorem; Japan, G cents per bushel; Australia, 21 cents per 
bushel; New Zealand, 10 cents per bushel. 

The Senate bill reduces the present duty of 6 cents per pound 
on butter to 2! cents. The most important commercial countries 
have tariffs as follows on butter: Great Britain, free; France, 
general tariff $2.63 per 100 pounds, minimum tariff $1.75 per 
100 pounds; Germany, general rate $3.23 per 100 pounds, con
Tentional duty $2.16; Austria-Hungary, general rate $3.22 per 
100 pounds, conventional rate $2.20 per 100 pounds; Belgium, 
$1.75 per 100 pounds; the Netherlands, free; Italy, $1.31 per 
100 pounds; Russia, $1.07 per 100 pounds; Spain, $7.44 per 100 
pounds; Canada., 4 cents per pound ; Brazil, $28.82 per 100 
pounds; Argentina, almost 4! cents per pound; Japan, $11.14 
per 100 pounds; Australia, 6 cents per pound; New Zealand, 
30 per cent ad valorem. 

On cheese, on which the Senate bill reduces the present duty 
of 6 cents per pound to 2! cents, I find that foreign countries 
.baTe duties as follows: Great Britain, free; France, general 
tari(f, $3.0G per 100 pounds, minimum tariff; $1.05 to $1.75 per 
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100 pound~, depending . on kind; Germany, general rate, $3.2v 
per 100 pounds.;, on certain kinds of cheese there Ls a con ven
tio:oal rate of· $1.62; Austria-Hungary, general rate, 4·.60 to 
$5.52 per 100 pounds; on certain kinds there is a conventional 
rate ranging from $1.10 to $1.30 per 100 pounds; Belgium, on 
certain kinds, 1.05 per 100 pounds; other kinds, free; the 
Netherlands, 91 cents per 100 pounds; Italy, general rate, $2.09 
per 100 pounds; conventional rate, 86 cents to $1.31 per 100 
pounds; Russia, general rate, $12.83 per. 100 pounds; conven
tional rate, $10.27; Spain, general . rate,· 7 cents per pound; 
lower rates ranging from 1i to 51 cents on certain kinds; 
Canada, 3 cents per pound; Mexico, $3.73 per 100 poun~; 
Cuba, $2.95 per 100 pounds; 40 per cent reduction on imports 
from the · United States; Brazil, $23.06 per 100 pounds; Argen
tina, 9 cents per pound; Japan, $7.72 per 100 pounds; Australia, 
6 cents per pound; New Zealand, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

On milk and cream there are at present duties of 2 cents ancl 
5 cents a gallon, respectively. The Senate bill places both on 
the free list. Tariffs of other countries are as follows: Great 
Britain, free; France, genera) rate, 44 cents per 100 pounds; 
minimum rate, 22 cents; higher rates on condensed milk; Ger
many, free; Austria-Hungary, free; Belgium. free, unless in
tended for the manufacture of condensed milk or artificial 
butter; the Netherlands, free; Italy, free; Spain, general rate, 
$6.57 per 100 pounds; certain countries enjoy a lower rate of 
$4.38 per 100 pounds; Canada, general tariff, 3i cents per pound ; 
intermediate tariff, 3 cents; Mexico, free; Cuba, 13 per cent ad 
valorem.; Brazil, 13 cents a ponnd; Japan, $2.09 per 100 pound ; 
Austraha, 4 cents per pound, if sweetened, 2! cents, if un
sweetened; New Zealand, 37! per cent ad valorern. 

Eggs, which are at present dutiable at 5 cents per dozen, are 
placed on the free list by the Senate bill. ·Other countries ha>e 
duties on eggs as follows: Great Britain, free; France, general 
tariff, 88 cents per 100 pounds; minimum tariff, 53 cents; Ger
many, general rate, 65 cents per 100 pounds; conventional rate; 
22 cents; Austria-Hungary, general rate, 74 cents i1er 100 
pounds; conventional rate, free; Belgium, free, Netherlands, 
free; Italy, free; Russia, 26 cants per 100 pounds; Spain, fir t 
fa.riff, $1.75 per 100 pounds; second tariff, $1.31 per 100 pounds; 
Canada, general tariff, 3 cents per dozen; intermediate tnriff, 
2! cents; Mexico, free; Cuba, $2.9'5 per 100 pounds; Brazil, free; 
Argentina, $1.05! per 100 .pounds; Japan, $2.26 per 100 pounds; 
Australia, 12 cents per dozen; New Zea.land, 30 per cent a<l 
ralorem. 

The pending bill further proposes to reduce the rates of 3 
cents per pound on li>e poultry and 5 cents per pound on dead 
poultry to 1 cent and 2 cents, respecti\ely. Great Britain, of 
course, has no tariff on poultry; France has a general rate of 
$2.63 per 100 pounds and a minimum rate of $1.75; in Germany 
the general rate is 65 cents per 100 pounds and the conYentional 
rate 43 cents; in Austria-Hungary the general rate on lire poul
try is 74 cents per 100 pounds; on dead poultry, $2.30; the con
ventional rate is 37 cents per 100 pounds on live poultry and 
$1.4 7 on dead poultry ; Belgium, admitting li're poultry frea, 
assesses a duty of $2.63 per 100 pounds on dead poultry; Nether
land , . free; Italy, 44 cents per 100 pounds; Russia, free; 
Spain, 10 cents each; Canada, general tariff, 20 per cent ad 
valorem; intermediate tariff, 17! per cent; Mexico, free; Cuba, 
$4.72 per 100 pounds; Brazil, 32 per cent ad yalorem; Argen
tina, free; Japan, 20 per cent ad valorem; Australia, various 
rates; New Zeal.and, 30 per cent ad Yalorem. 

On hay there is at present a duty of $4 per ton. This the 
pending bill proposes to reduce to $2 per ton. Other important 
countries have duties a.s follows: Great Britain, free; France, 
general rate, $1.30 per ton; minimum rate, 86 cents; Germany, 
general rate, $2.15 per ton; conventional rate, free; Austria
Hungary, free; Belgium, free; the Netherlands, free; Italy, no 
tariff duty, but subj~t to a statistical tax of about 19 cents per 
ton; Russia, free; Spain, $1.75 per ton; Canada, general rate, 
$2 per ton; intermediate rate, $1.75; Mexico, free; Cuba, $5.30 
per ton, with a 20 per cent reduction on imports from the United 
States; Brazil, $20.70 per ton; Japan, $1.36 per ton; Australia, 
$4.34 per ton; New Zealand, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

On straw there is at present a tariff of $1.50 per ton, which 
the pending bill reduces to · 50 cents per ton. Other countries 
have duties as follows: Great Britain, free; France, general 
tariff, $3.40 per ton, minimum tariff, $1.76; Germany, general 
tariff, $2.16 per ton, conventional tariff, free; Austria-Hungary, 
free; Belgium, free; the Netherlands, free; Russia, free; Spain, 
fine straw, 88 cents per ton, straw for fodder. $1.70; Canada, 
general tariff, $2 per ton, intermediate tariff, $1.75; Cuba, fine 
straw, $20.98 per ton, if for fodder, $5.30 i1er ton; Brazil, if 
for fodder $20.70 per ton, if for other purposes from G .cents 
per 100 pounds to $4.14 ~r 100 pounds, or fr<>rn $17.24 per ton 
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to $81 ; Japan, 5 to 10 per cent ad valorem ; Australia, $4.35 
per ton; New Zealand, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

On i'Ye there is at present a duty of 10 cents per bushel, which 
the pending bill proposes to remove. I :find that other countries 
have duties on rye as follows : Great Britain, free; France, 15 
cents per bushel; Germany, general rate, 42 cents per bushel, 
eon\""entional rate, 30 cents; Austria-Hungary, general rate 36 
cents per bushel, conventional rate, 3-0 cents; Belgium, free; 
the Netherlands, free; Italy, 22 cents per bushel; Russia, free; 
Spain, 20 cents per bushel; Canada, general rate, 10 cents per 
bushel, intermediate rate, 9 cents ; l\Iexico, 42 cents per bushel; 
Cuba, 20 cents per bushel, with a reduction of 20 per cent if 
imported from the Unlted States ; Argentina, 26! cents per 
bushel; Japan, 15 per cent ad YRlorem; Australia, 21 cents; 
New Zealand, 10 cents per bushel. 

On wheat flour there is at present a duty of 25 per cent ad 
Talorem, which this bill proposes to remove. Other countries 
have tariffs on flol'lr as follows : Great Britain, free; France, 
96 cents to $1.40 per 100 pound$, according to quality; Ger
many, gen~ral rate, 2.02 per 100 pounds, COil'rentional rate, 
$1.10 ; Austria-Hungary, $1.36 per 100 pounds; Belgium, 18 
cents per 100 pounds ; the Netherlands, free; Italy, $1.01 i1er 
100 pounds; Russia, 64 cents per 100 pounds-it will be noted, 
.l\!r. President, that, while wheat is admitted free into Russia, 
there is a duty on flour of 64 cents per hundred pounds-Spain, 
$1.23 per 100 pounds; Canada, general rate, 60 cents per barrel, 
intermediate rate, 50 cents; Mexico, $2.48 per 100 pounds; Cuba, 
59 cents per 100 pounds, with a reduction of 30 per cent if 
imported from the United States; Brazil, 58 cents per 100 
pounds; Argentina, free; Japan, 70 cents per 100 pounds; 
Australia, 61 cents per 100 pounds; New Zealand, 2D cents per 
100 pounds. 

The pending bill also places all kinds of wool on the free 
Ii t. Other countries have ta.riffs on wool as follows: Great 
Britain, free ; France, raw wool, free; Germany, free; Austria
Rungary, free; Belgium, free; the Netherlands, free; Italy, 
free; Russia, slightly more than 4l cents per pound; Spain, first 
tariff, $2.18 per 100 pounds; second tariff, $1.72 per 100 pounds; 
Canada, on wools such as are grown in Canada, general tariff, 
3 cents per pound; intermediate tariff, 2! cents; Mexico, li 
cents per pound; Cuba, raw wool, 20 per cent ad \alorern; 
Brazil, a little more than 4 cents per pound; Argentina, 25 per 
cent ad valorem; Japan, free. 

1\Ir. President, I believe the foreign tariffs cited are sufficient 
to show _ the policies of those countries with regard to agricul
tural products. With the exception of such countries as Great 
Britain and the Netherlands, which do not expect to produce 
sufficient agricultural products for their own needs, and rely 
on other countries to furnish them with these necessaries, it is 
the policy of other countries to giYe the farmer as well as the 
manufacturer such benefit as he may derive from a tariff on 
his products. The mere fact that the products of the farmer 
arc primary necessaries, while many manufactures have been 
made necessary by advancing civiliza tion, is to my mind no 
reason why the producer of products of the soil should be dis
c1imina ted against. Many manufactures are as much neces
s aries as the products of the farm, and as to those that are 
not I can not see why it is a wise policy to encourage the pro
Quction of what may be called luxuries rather than of neces
saries. We are able to produce enough farm products for our 
needs, and there is no reason to believe that .we shall not be 
able to do so in the future. It is no answer to the objection 
of placing farm products on the free list to say that this is not 
a protective-tariff bill. No matter what you call the tariff, the 
effect of the duties imposed is the same. Whether you say that 
the purpose of a giTen duty is to raise revenue or to protect a 
domestic industry, if a duty is levied it will result in giving the 
producer of that article in this country an ad"Vantage in pro
tecting to a greater or less extent his mal'ket from the compe
tition of producers of the same article in other countries; and 
when you pla~ a duty on the products of one man and place 
the products of another on the free list you discriminate against 
the latter to the same extent, whether you call your tariff a 
revenue tariff or a protective tariff. 

The Democratic l\Iembers of ~ngress :\"'ere responsible for 
the passage of the Canadian reciprocity treaty. It is true that 
some of llie Republican Members, together with President Taft, 
upported this measure, but a majority of the Republican ¥em

bers of both Houses opposed the measure and voted against it. 
When the Canadian reciprocity treaty was fi rst presented to 
Congress it 1ooked quite respectable. It had strong supporters 
back of it, it was the pet measure of President Taft, and was 
strongly indorsed by ex:-Preside11t RooseYelt. The powerful 
influence of tbe pre. s \\US behind it; the great milling industry 
fayored it ; the American Brewers' Association, whose baneful 

and sinister influence has been -f elt more· 'than that of ant. . 
other trust, not only welcomed it but championed its cause. 1 

Even some of our Republican leaders were led to believe that ; 
it could do no harm but might be of some benefit, and it was 
not until some of the Members of the agricultural disb.·icts took i 
a courageous stand against this iniquitous measure, and showed 
beyond a question of doubt that it was a discrimination nnd 
rank injustice to the .American- farmer and of 110 benefit to the 
consumer that the people realiZed the injurious effects of tlllii 
measure. The leade1'S of the Democratic Party evidently 
saw the advantage to be gained by their party, and almost 
unanimously voted for and became the ardent supporter~ of the 
administration measure, and viewing it from a partisan stand
point it did not take a '\"ery bright mind to clenrly see the 
political advantage to be gained by the Democratic Party in 
giving their support to this measure. 

From ::t Democratic standpoint it worked well; it was an 
entering wedge toward free trade and was the means of widen
ing the breach already exi'3ting in the Republican Party. So 
far as the Democrats were concerned it was, "Head I win, tail 
you lose." 

The progressi\e Republicans in both brand1es of Congre~s 
attacked the Payne-Aldrich tariff bill not because it was a pro
tectiYe measure nor because they favored free trade, but be
cause a promise was given the .American people in the Repub
lican national platform of 1908 that the tariff should be revi ed., 
and that this revision meant a downwar revision there was 
no doubt. It was contended by these progre sive Republicans 
that some of the items in the tariff bill were protected by duties 
unduly high. It was a mistake of both factions of the Ilepub- ' 
lican Party not to agree upon a compromise measure, but, Ul1- ' 
fortunately, some of the leaders of the dominant party of that 
day had been in power so long · that it was not an easy matter 
to convince them that they were neither omnipotent nor omnis
cient. There were then and there are now Republican Sena
tors and Repre entutives po essing the honesty and the cour
age of their convictions who were not afraid to criticize and 
to rebel against the leadership that is contrary to the funda- 1 

mental principles of the Republican Party. But it seems that 
in the councils of war that were held it was agreed to applYi , 
the steam-roller proce s to this little band of insurgents rather 

1 than to counsel with them; and so the ineYitable has happened. 
The members of the party became hopelessly divided and the 
Democratic Party has again, as it always does, profited by the 
dissension and division in the Republican ranks, and as a re ult 
the country is again in the hands of Democracy. 

You, my Democratic friends, have the Pre ident, the Senate, 
and the House of Representatives. I 1mow that you will say, 
that you gladly asi ume the responsibility of leadership; but, 
in my judgment, after four yea.rs of misrule you will again be 
hunting for excuses and explaining why we had hat·d times, if 
not a -panic, illld why millions of unemployed, willing workers 
were walking the sh·eets looking for work and thou ands of· 
able-bodied men compelled to beg for bread. Such conditions 
as existed under the Cleveland administration are yet fresh in 
my memory, as it must be in the memory of everyone within 
the hearing of my voice, and while I hope and pray that such a 
calamity will not again befall the American people, yet the pen- • 
alties imposed by writing into law the provisions of this bill 
lead me to believe that it is impossible for the American people 
to escape the dire punishment. 

But you seem t~ haye adopted the same method that the lead
ers of the Republican Party, to whom I have referred so 
strongly, useG. and abused. I believe th~re are Senators on that 
side who are dissatisfied with this bill; I believe there a.re 
Senators on that side who, if permitted to follow their own free 
will, would prefer to change many of its provisions, bufthe party1 

la h has been applied by a most benevolent leader, the same as 
it was attempted to be applied by the leaders of the Republican 
Party when that party was dominant in the councils of thi~., 
Nation. It ought to be manifest to everyone that our leader~ 
erred, and I belieye you are making the same mistake. By, , 
usillg the ·~ Star-Chamber method," wi_th the curtains carefolly1 
pulled clown and the doors well_ guarded, you have made it 
possible for a minority of the Senate to control Ie!?'islation which 
o vitally affects every industry and eyery individual citizen 

of this great land. 
I am not complaining because the Democratic Party in i~ · 

on passing a bill which is in accordance with their views. You 
ha\e a ma jority in both bra_nches pf Congr,ess, and you haYe a 
right to expect to pa s a bill that will be satisfactory to the 
members of your QWn party, bnt I have tbe right to c-0mplain 
of the mode of procedm•e ; I have the right to condemn-and I 
do condemn most se\erely-the action you have taken by mak
ing a bill in secret caucus. You ham excluded the reporters of 
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the press; you have excluded Republican Senators; you ha:ve 
excluded tile citizens of tilis great country who are engaged in 
the industries and are vitally interested and entitled to be 
heard. 

1\Ir. President, I do not wish it to appear that it is in any 
spirit of partisanship that I refer to the Chief Executive of our 
Government, for it will be remembered that when the reci
procity treaty with Canada was pending before this body I 
did not hesitate to criticize a Republican President. 

i\Ir. Pre ident, I came here with an open and receptive mind, 
belie,ing it to be my duty as best I could to assist the Senate 
in making this bill; of course, not expecting it to fully meet 
with my ap11roval, but to make it a better bill than it now is. 
But, 1\Ir. President, I have had no opportunity to help draw 
thi bill, nor do I expect that any suggestions I might make 
will meet the approval of the majority. When this bill passed 
the House it provided for a duty of 10 cents per bushel on 
wheat, and according to newspaper reports the Senate com
mittee to which the agricultural schedule was referred was 
reported as favoring the provisions of the House bill with an 
amendment providing for a compensatory duty on the manu
factured articles of wheat. But it has been said that the 
committee, at the request of President Wilson, placed wheat, 
together with practically all agricultural products, on the free 
li t. 

There are Senators in this Chamber who claim to know more, 
and I belieYe do know more, about the agricultural schedule 
than does Pre ident Wilson. There are Members in this body 
"·ho know as much, if not more, about the needs of the agri
cultural classes in this country, especially the agricultural 
industry of the West, as the majority members of the Finance 
Committee, and if I am not wrong in my statement, then, 1\Ir. 
President, the majority members of the Finance Committee 
barn knowingly committed un injustice against the toiling mil
lions who are engaged in that industry. 

~Ir. Pre ic.lent, I know there are Senators on that side of the 
Chamber who rebelled against the secret caucus. I believe 
that you were warned by progressive Senators on that side 
and advised not to proceed to make this bill in the darkness 
of a ecret caucus. I ha"'e been told that l\Iembers on that side 
rebelled against legislating in a secret caucus. Perhaps some 
Senator will S!lY that the Republicans ha-rn nothing to do with 
this bill and that it is none of our business what kind of a bill 
the Democrats make, as they alone are willing to take the 
responsibility for this legislation. 

I say in answer to that, it is our business; I say that so long 
as this bill is pending before this body I feel that it is not only 
our privilege but our duty to call attention to the great in
justice that will be done to the people of this country by enact
ing this legislation. The great industry of agriculture is again 
the subject of an unjust onslaught :md discrimination. Why is 
the Democratic Party so bitter in its opposition to the great 
industry of agricultm·e? What hn'3 the farmer done . to incur 
the choler and hate of the Democratic Party? Perhaps Sen
ators on tlrnt side will deny that they have any grievance 
against the farmer, but I call your attention to the fact that 
in my State alone, where in 1912 we raised more than 143,000,-
000 bushels of wheat, with short crops in foreign countries, 
under the provisions of this bill our farmers would lose in a 
single year more than $15,000.000 on wheat. North Dakota pro
duced last year nearly 13,000,0-00 bushels of flax, and the farm
ers who produce that crop will iose more than a million dollars 
a year under the provisions of this bill. Under the provisions of 
this bill the farmers of my State alone will lose from fifteen to 
twenty millions of dollars annually as long as it remains a law 
on the Federal statute books. Why, Mr. Pre itlent, should I not 
be opposed to such an unjust measure? 

l\fr. President, I come from an agric-ultural State, and, know
ing the true conditions of the people and the hardships they 
have to endure, the toil and labor they ha\e to perform, the 
long hours of labor the farmer, his wife, and his children must, 
if they are going to keep the wolf from the door, of necessity 
perform, I feel justified in making this protest. I have said 
before and I repeat tliat I belic\e the farmer recei\es less pay 
per hour for bis labor than any clas<:J of men engaged in any 
other industry. Not only that, but I beliern that he receh·es 
smaller returns upon his inYe tment than any other class en
gnged in any other industry. Farming is certainly a legiti
mate indu try, and we bad your assurances, my Democratic 
friends, that you would do no harm tu any legitimate industry. 
The farmers . ha ,.e for these many years listened to coined 
phrases and beautiful, well-rounded sentences of eminent states
men that agriculture is tlie foundation of all sources of 
wealth •. and yet you ignore the demand of the farmers and re
fuse to wr~te into this bill a provision that would in tile future 

giye them some protection, and with complacency you add to 
their burden, which, uuder existing conditions, is much beaner 
th!t.n it ought to be. 

The chairman of the Finance Committee said in his able 
speech in reporting this bill the oth~· day that while the com
mittee had placed wheat and other agricultural products on 
the free list, the committee had also made provisions in the 
bill to place agricultural implements on the free list. If I 
understood the Senator from North Carolina, the chairman of 
the Finance Committee, correctly, he did not deny that there 
would be a loss to the American farmer by reason of placing his 
products on the free list, but that the farmer would be recom
pensed for this loss by the reduction in the price of farm imple
ments. No doubt this statement was made in good faith and 
repre ented not only the views of the Senator from North Caro
lina, but the views of the majority members of the committee. 
But let us see for a moment to what extent the farmer will 
be compensated: The present law proyides for a duty of 15 
per cent on plows, tooth and disk harrows, harvesters, reapers, 
agricultural drills and planters, mowers, horserakes, cultivators, 
thrashing machines, and cotton gins, with this proviso : 

Pro'l:iclecl, That any of the foregoing, when imported from any coun
try, dependency, province, or colony, which imposes no taxes or duty on 
like artlcles imported from the United States, shall be imported free of 
duty. · 

In a report on the International Harvester Co. of America 
made by the Department of Commerce and Labor, Bureau of 
Corporations, under date of 1\Iarch 3, 1913, I find that the ayer
age factory cost of binders to the International Hanester Co. 
at its domestic plants for two years, 1910 and 1911 combined, 
was $56.32. Admitting, for the sake of argument, that this com
pany takes advantage of the duty imposed and no more, the 
factory price of hanesters would be $5G.32 plus the 15 per cent 
duty, or $ .45; total, $64. 77. The farmer pays for these har
yesters in :Korth Dakota about $150. The International Har
\ester Trust is a monopoly, and I be1iern it controls the business 
not only in the United States but in foreign countries. Now, 
what difference will it make to this great monopoly if the duty 
is taken off? In no way could they profit by the tariff any more 
than the· figures I ha ye quoted, $8.45. It is not my wish to do 
anybody an injustice, but certainly I am not pleading for any 
protection for this or a like monopoly. 

:Mr. Pre ident, I do not beliern that the protective tariff is alone 
responsible for the formation of this monopoly or trust; I be
lie\e it makes no difference to such large concerns as this 
whether they are protected by a tariff or not. The proportion 
of the ha.nesting-machine business of the United States con
trolled by the International Harvester Co. in 1911 was as fol
lows: Grain binders, 87 per cent; mowers, 76.6 per cent; rakes, 
72 per cent. 

Mr. President, my sympathy is not with the great industrial 
trusts but with the laborer, which includes the farmer, and 
with the small manufacturer, who at all times is struggling 
against opposition and unfair competition. This bill in no way 
injuriously affects the great trusts and monopolies of this 
country. They have grown so strong that no foreign competi
tion can or will affect them. I belieYe that no one seriously 
contends that tariff regulation has much, if anything, to do 
with an industrial monopoly. Antitrust legislation is what is 
needed rather than tariff legislation to properly regulate the 
trusts. 

Ir. President, I have gone into this question for the pur
pose of showing that great harm and injustice will be done to 
the struggling masses engaged in the pursuit of labor and other 
legitimate industries by a drastic change in the tariff policy of 
this country. I am sure that our Democratic friends a.re sincere 
in their belief that this bill will help the consumer. My belief, 
howeyer, is that the consumer can not prosper unless tile busi
ness of the country prospers. No great commercial country 
which is a large producer of agricultural products has ever suc
ceeded by inaugurating a policy such as is embodied in the 
pro\isions of this bill. With the exception of England. which 
is practically a free-trade counh·y-except, as I have stated be
fore, in all her colonies the people are protected by a heavy 
tariff or duty, and all those colonies gi\e to the people of 
England a protection, because they giYe to the people of England 
a preferential rate which is just as beneficial to the people of 
England as a protectiYe tariff is beneficial to the people of the 
United States-Russin is the only conntry that is a large 
producer of agricultural products that does not provide for 
heaYy tariff duties on her agricultural products. I admit 
that any country which produces a large surplus will be, 
to a certain extent, dependent on. the world's market for the 
price of her products, but in a country where the consumption 
~u~s- production there can be no question about the benefit 
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of a protectiYe tariff on the products of the farm as well as the 
products of the factory. 

The title of this bill reads, "To reduce tariff duties and fo 
provide revenue for the Go>ernment, and for other purposes." 
The duties have not only t,)een reduced, but on certain articles 
and on one certain schedule-the agricultural schedule-the 
duties have been pr'actically removed. I believe I may be per
mitted to say that there is no protection to the farmer in this 
bill. The tariff duties remaining in this bill are certainly not 
going to benefit the farmers in the West; a discrimination 
seems to have been made between the East and the West. I 
do not wish to array section against section or one class 
against another class, but the bill speaks for itself. The farmer 
of the West is denied duty on his wheat, but the rice grower 
of the South has the benefit of a tariff duty on I"ice. All 
through this bill there is a discrimination against the farmer 
of the West. It is manifest that the framers of this bill have 
had in view the idea of benefiting the consumer; but who is 
the consumer? Statistics prove to us that more than 33,000,000 
people live on farms and are actually engaged in the industry 
of farming. More than 49,000,000 people live in what is called 
the rural ·districts. Only about 42,000,000 live in cities that 
ha -.e more than 2,500 population, so that a majority of the 
consumers live in the country and not in the city. 

The farmer is not only a large consumer of food products, 
but a heavy purchaser of all kinds of manufactures. He must 
buy his wearing apparel, as well as the consumer in th·e city. 
It may be admitted that the consumer in the city uses large 
sums of money for luxurie , such as theaters, wines, liquors, 
and beer. It is natural, of course, that the farmer has in
curred the enmity of the brewers and liquor trusts because of 
his strong support of the cause of temperance. It is perfectly 
evident that the farmer is not the brewer's friend. Is it not 
reasonable to believe that if the consumer in the city would 
follow the. example of the farmer in practicing economy; de
nying himself of the luxuries just as the farmer of necessity 
must do, there would be less reason for complaint about the 
" high cost of Ii ving " ? 

In my opiniun, this tariff bill is not framed on the scientific 
principles of either free trade or protection. It is neither 
"fish, fowl, nor herring," and I am as firm in my belief as I am 
earnest in pleading for certain amendments, that it will not 
benefit the consumer, because, to a great extent, it will injure, 
if not destroy, the producer. 

The decree from the White House has, by the dark-lantern 
method in a "Star-Chamber caucus," l>een ratified by the Demo
cratic- majority, and it is perfectly manifest that any attempt 
to amend this bill is as impossible and will have no more con
sideration than would a popular demand by the common people 
of Russia petitioning the Czar for a more popular government. 

It is ob\ious that party solidarity is playing a strong hand in 
the ma.king of this bill ; on many of the items _a vote has been 
taken, and after lengthy and intelligent discussions by the 
Repul>liean .. , and when it has been clearly shown that the bi11 
should be changed you have voted unanimously to sustain the 
action of the majority members of the committee. Judging 
from your action and the votes already taken on certain items 
in this biII, I belie-.e that you will stick together in solid 
phalanx, right or wrong, and no matter what kind of an amend
ment is presented, whether it is to vote the tariff up or down, 
no Senator on that side will dare to break away, but will 
follow the plan mapped out for him by his leader, because break
ing away might be the means of disintegrating party solidarity, 
which at the present time is playing such a prominent role 
and is of such great importance to the Democratic Party, but 
of no value to the country. 

I believe there are a few oh tha.t side who are smarting under 
the party whip, but for fear that it might be said that you are 
not good Democrats you fear breaking away. I want to call 
yonr attention to one important fact-that you won your vic
tory in the last election by reason of the division in the Re
publican Party and by reason of your declaration and pretense 
that it does not make so much difference to which party we 
belong if we are right with the people. 

In the Western States, where the Republicans ai-e in an over
whelming majority, you have for years conducted your cam
pnign upon this demagogic pretense that it is a questioIJ of 
patriotism and not partisanship. I am not charging you with 
anything except what the people of the country will be ready to 
sustain me in. I want to say right now that I believe the 
people will not agnin be deceived by your pretense and false 
promises, nor by your pretended indifference to party soli
darity. At any rate, your statements to that effect will not 
go unchallenged, because the people are entitled to know the 
truth. History will again repeat itself, and the stone that was 

laid aside will again be selected as the corner stone of the grand 
structm·e. The Republican Party, which at the last election 
was humiliated by the American people, will again be trium
phant and reunited upon patriotic, progressive principles as laid 
down by Abraham Lincoln. Selfishness and personal ambition 
will not be mistaken for patriotism and progr~s. for the seed of 
envy and deception will find no fertile soil in which to fasten its 
destructive roots; certain it is they will find no place in the 
hearts of the rank and file of the American people. Under our 
changed conditions the people will be the leaders and will . elect 
men to represent them who by their acts have demonstrated 
that they believe in the fundamental principles of a people's 
government. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that at 
the conclusion of the routine morning busin~ss .t0>-morrow I 
shall address the Senate on the pending :,m. 

Mr. CATRON. Mr. President, it appears that the majority 
party in Congress propose to enact a tariff law so as to change 
the existing law without regard to results. Our country has 
been enjoying a higher degree of prosperity under the tariff 
law now in force than ever existed previously. Just now while 
there is more money per capita in the land than ever before, 
there is a stringency in the money centers due to the proposed 
tariff changes and consequent unsettling of business affairs. 
The people are discounting the action of Congress, knowing 
there is a majority in each Chamber pledged to mrke radical 
alterations in the Jaw, so that duties will be imposed for revea 
nue only, and that a protection of our industries will be igno1;ed. 

The tariff question is far-reaching. It enters into every rami
fication of business. By its wise ad.ministration all kinds of 
business will be fostered and advanced. By !ts unwise admin
istration every character of industry will be injuriously affected. 
Both private and public credit may be made the objects of its 
adverse influence. Business wil1 become torpid, clogged, and 
stagnated. We should consider what happeni~gs may be occa
sioned thereby in the commercial X1d businesb circles and af
fairs of our people and of the Government. What produces the 
condition of prosperity we now enjoy? Is it not that those who 
are endowed with energy, intelligence, and physical capacity are 
availing themselves of favorable q 1portunities to forge ahead? 
Nearly all are gathering in more of wealth than they expend. 
Industiial incomes exceed eA.rpenses. The Natiol!'s income ex
ceeds its expenses. The large balance of trade in favor of our 
country and its business is rapidly enriching our people and con
stantly pours wealth into their laps. This balance o~ trade in our 
favor amounted to over six hundred millions for the fiscal year 
last past. This is due mainly, if not entirely, to the existing 
tariff law, which enables us to build up our industries and not 
only supply our wants, but export largely in excess of what _we 
import. The greatest industry in New Mexico is that of wool 
and sheep. It has been said that the sheep and woc:en indus
tries in the United States have existed since the formation of 
this Go"'ernment-that they are not now self-sustaining and 
do not furnish enough wool to supply this country-that conse
quently they should not be protected. We do not furnish enough 
wool to supply al1 the wants of the United States. 

The amount of wool consumed in this country during the 
year 1912 was about 496,000,000 pounds. Of this amount 
we produced 304,000,000 pounds and imported about one 
hundred and ninety-three and a half million pounds, of which 
amount we exported about one million and a half. The 
woolen indush·y of to-day oon not be said to be the woolen 
industry which has existed since the commencement of our 
Go-.ernment, for the reason that since the acquisition of the 
Louisiana purchase and the territory ceded by Mexico and the 
opening up of the West the growing of wool has in a great 
measure gravitated to the plains and prairies near to and in 
the range of the Rocky Mountains. The sheep raiser who 
went there has had much to contend with. First, be had to 
meet the savage who was constantly depredating upon and 
raiding his flocks. He was compelled to guard against predatory 
wild animals. He was far removed from the center of in
dustry and markets, and was compelled to meet high rates of 
freight, sometimes amounting, in early days, to 10 and 15 cents 
per pound. The cost of his living was fivefold what it is now. 
He was not always able to obtain sufficient labor of a proper 
kind to care for his flocks. But he was opening up the great 
West, building 11p that portion of the country which was un
settled and unoccupied. He was performing the part of a 
pioneer-the man who builds countries and empires and lays 
the foundation on which to make them grow. During the 
Civil War the woolgrowers supplied the loss of cotton, which 
had been advanced to over a dollar per pound. Without the 
woolgrowers' aid, the cost of clothing to the Union Army, 
would bave been threefold greater than it was. Can it be 
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wondered that the sheep industry, which drifted to the West 
under such circumstances as this, did not build up as fast or 
as rapidly as was anticipated or expected by the people living 
in the Eastern States, who did not know that such difficulties 
were encountered or to be encountered? The Indian or savage 
question has to a certain extent been determined. In deter
mining it large tracts of land, amounting in many instances 
to as much as a thousand acres for every man, woman, and 
child of the Indians, have been set apart for their use. The 
sheep raiser has been driven from the borders thereof and 
prohibited the use of a single blade of grass thereon. He 
has been compelled to hunt other and different grazing 
grounds. As thiB industry in the ·West increased and became 
more profitable on account of the savage being restrained and 
limited in his field of operations, the killing off of wild animals, 
and greater facilities for cheaper rates of freight, the wool 
business from year to year in that section of the country grew 
more prosperous. All portions of the Rocky Mountain region 
may be said to be valuable for sheep and Angora goat raising; 
the sheep occupy the prairie ranges and slopes of the moun
tains, the goats go into the rough and rugged hills and amongst 
the brush where sheep can not go without losing a portion of 
the wool. That portion of the country has not yet filled up to 
its full capacity. Some portions of it are better adapted to 
sheep raising than others. In the northern portion sheep have 
to be fed a portion of the year and sheltered. In the southern 
portion such is not the rule. The northern sheep, however, 
grow larger and quicker and produce a heavier fleece of wool 
and in a measure compensate for the extra expense that they 
ha\e to bear. 

There has been another drawback to sheep raising through 
the entire country, and that is just such action as is now being 
taken by the party in power, which from time to time as it 
acquired conh'ol has taken away from the wool and sheep in
dustry the protection it had against the foreign cheap indus
tries, foreign cheap labor, and foreign cheap lands. To-day 
the sheep raiser in the West is not only confronted with a large 
number of Indian reserves of great area, from which he is 
entirely excluded, but he is confronted with various other kinds 
of reservations of public land, such as forestry reservations, 
which have been established in all of the Western States, some 
of them to the extent of at least half the entire area of the 
State, and in all of the Western States to the extent of absorb
ting nearly all of the water which is necessary for the use of 
live stock in ranging and grazing. To-day nearly every sheep 
owner in New Mexico is compelled to rent lands from the Gov
ernment for the ranging and grazing of his sheep during those 
seasons of the year when there is no rainfall or precipitation . 
He is compelled to pay therefor on an average of 12 cents per 
head. Some very small herds are able to exist otherwise be
cause their owners happen to have title to lands where they have 
water sufficient to supply such small flocks. The large flock 
owners do not own sufficient land on which to range their flocks. 
They are compelled to go upon the public domain, where there 
is no water except during the rainy season or in the winter. 
During the other seasons of the year, when there is no rain or 
precipitation, they are compelled to rent from the Government 
on the forest reser>es for a few months. This has been the 
practice for the last 10 years or more. The public domain in 
New Mexico is fast being occupied. Water can be found suffi
ciently near the surface to enable the sheep raiser to pump it 
for the use of his flocks, provided he is assured in some way 
that he can have land enough around and near his well at all 
times to enable him to get to it and to utilize it. As a rule this 
can not be done ; the adjacent lands are generally taken up by 
others. There is much of the land in the West which can never 
be reduced to practical farming. Dry farming in some localities 
has proven a success while they do not ha\e a drought. 

The Government has adopted a policy of not allowing a home
steader to acquire more than 320, and in some localities not 
more than 160 acres of land. These lands have no running 
water on them. They must be supplied by precipitation or by 
sinking a well and pumping it. This makes it too expensive 
for the homesteader to raise a crop or li\e stock, especially in 
view of th~ fact that when, in the changes occasioned by po
litical party strife, that party which is now in power gets hold 
of the reins of go,ernment and endea>ors to take away the 
protection which the sheep grower has, not only for his sheep 
but for his wool, and place him in competition with the cheap 
labor of the Argentine Republic and Australia, where there are 
no predatory animals, where there are no savages, where ample 
ranges can be had and sheep cared for at a minimum cost. 
During such times the number of our sheep is always reduced 
in quantity. By the Wilson-Gorman bill wool was placed 
upon the free list. Sheep were taxed 20 per cent ad valorem. 

This bill puts them on the free list. The number of our sheep 
during nearly four years of the existence of that enactment 
went down from 52,000,000 to 36,000,000. 

The value of sheep in New Mexico went down from 3 per 
head to 75 cents per head; the value of wool from 1 cent per 
pound to 4 and 5 cents per pound. The number of sheep in ,_ ·ew 
Mexico was reducoo at least one-half. The sheep rn.i se1· was 
discouraged. The small flock owner, not hanng means beyond 
his previous current income to support himself and family ade
quately, was compelled to sell out and dispose of his holdings. 
These were naturally purchased by those who wera able to com
mand sufficient cash with which to do it. If he could not find 
a purchaser of that kind, he · sold them for mutton, and they · 
went to the slaughter pen. In this way one-third of the sheep 
of the country at large, which amounted to about 52,000,000, the 
~ame as now, went out of existence, and three-fourths of the 
value of the remainder was lost. This loss not only fell upon 
the sheep owner, but also upon the State and upon the people 
at large. If this bill is carried into law, which it seems the 
majority have determined upon, a blow will be given to the 
sheep industry which will extinguish it, unle~s tho e people 
interested in sheep shall do as they did in 1894 and 1895-buy 
up all the holdings of the small owners and carry the large 
flocks into what would be denominated by the majo1ity in power 
as a trust or monopoly. 

This act is simply an act to create a wool and sheep monopoly, 
which will concentrate into the hands of a few most of the 
sheep of this country which may be retained from the slaughter 
pens. It will not only compel the small hold~r to sell his sheep, 
but it will compel him to sell his farm or his ranch in the West
ern States. The sheep owners in Ohio and in some of the East
ern States may be able to retain their property by reason of 
the fact that they are in very small flocks upon the farms and 
are a mere incident to the conduct of the farm, cared for at 
comparatively little additional expense. They are small enough 
so that shelter in the winter can be had for them, and cheap 
food is accessible. Is it policy to break down this industry 
simply because it does not furnish enough wool to supply the 
wants of the entire country? That can not be claimed for the 
purpose of raising a revenue. Its Yalue is now $250,000,000 for 
sheep alone. Do you believe that by breaking down this indus
try, curtailing the number of sheep in the United States, forcing 
our people to go abroad to obtain the manufactured articles or 
to Qbtain wool with which to manufacture will cheapen the cost 
of clothing? 

The duty that is now on wool amounts to less than 2-0 cents 
per pound on the scoured product ; probably does not exceed 12 
or 15 cents per pound, owing to the fact that foreign imported 
wools only shrink 45 per cent; and a majority of all the woo),. 
which is imported comes in under the third class and pays duty 
mostly at the rate of 4 cents in the grease, some of it at 7 cants, 
while nearly two-thirds of that amount is immediately put into 
the manufacture of cloth and thus competes with our clothing 
wools, which is practically the only kind we produce in the 
United States. Assuming that the duty on wool as it now stands 
would be as much as 15 cents on the scoured product, and that 
5 pounds of scoured wool is more than enough to make an aver
age suit of clothes, we have 75 cents in a suit of clothes at the 
outside which represents duty. Can it be said that that is a 
great reduction in the cost of li\ing? No more than one woolen 
suit in a year is used by each individual on the average; not 
that much. For an average family of six people that would 
b" four dollan;:; and a half. But are we sura that if we put wool 
upon the free list we will correspondingly reduce the price of 
the manufactured article? . 

We have been inveighing in this counh'y against trusts and 
monopolies. We know comparatively little about the operations 
of trusts and monopolies, when that trust and monopoly is 
formed in a foreign country to operate on the outside •of that 
foreign country and in our own borders. We ha\e no means 
of controlling it. We can not reach it, except by a tax upon 
its products or its property here. 

A few years since, on a visit to London, I conferred with one 
of the proprietors of the largest wholesale operators in woolen 
goods there and informed him that I would like to make some 
purchases. His first question to me was, "Where do you desire 
to take them or have them delivered." I stated in the United 
States. He then said, "We have an agent in New York from 
whom all purchases of our goods must be made. We will not 
sell except through him and at the prices which ha\e been fixed 
for him there." I informed him that I knew of his agent, but 
that the price which he had fixed on their merchandise was 
much above the price which they held in London on the same, 
even with the freight to New York and the United .States duty 
added. In fact, it exceeded it by at least one-third. He stated 
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that he knew that, but that that was their privilege. They knew 
that we had to b:r rn these goods and they would fix their own 
price. 

I asked him if there n-as not competition through other 
firms. He stated that two other firms on the Continent of 
Europe furnished the same kind of articles they did, but that 
I could not bay from them because they already had an agree
ment that no goods should be sold for delivery in America ex
cept at the prices fixed by their New York agent. He then 
stated to me there was not an industry in Europe wherein the 
different operators thereof could not be combined within 24 
hours to fix a price for deli"very in a foreign country, like ours, 

. so that the same could not be had for less than the fixed price. 
The experience of this country has been that when the tariff 

-duties· on different articles which we were furnishing in this 
. country, but not in sufficient quantities to supply the entire 

demand, were reduced below the standard of protection, for
eign dealers have, as soon as the tariff rate took effect, poured 
into our country at a reduced price, large amounts of th~ir 
products until they have destroyed our manufactories. They 
have gone below a competing price so as to break up the busi
ness here. As soon as that had been accomplished, they not 
only restored the old price, but put it much higher. 

It will not be necessary in this case for the woolgrower in 
Australia and Argentina to sell his wool in this country at a 
loss. He can bring it here and sell it at 10 cents a pound and 
break up every woolen industry we have. Freights for him are 
not more than one-half what they are for us. His means of 
handling are better. The woolen manufactories are mostly 
upon the Atlantic coast and are easily accessible to him. When 
the sheep grower can not run his sheep at a profit, he will be 
compelled to dispose of his holdings at whatever price he can 
get, if he can not look ahead and see there will be a change 
in the condition of things and be able to hold his flocks until 
such change comes. 

It is said by some that sheep can be raised for mutton. The 
sheep in the West can not so be raised profitably. A mutton 
sheep requires to be fed. The stock of sheep which is held in 
New :Mexico is of the merino grade, which is a small sheep 
and produces a very little carcass. It costs at least $2 per head 
a year to actually care for sheep. If the sheep is sold the first 
year you can not realize more than that amount on it. 

It has to be freighted to the inarket; it must be fed up to 
make it of a marketable quality; and while it may sell in the 
market at Chicago or Kansas City or farther east for $5 or $6 
a head, you can not get more than 5 cents a pound at the best 
for it on the plains in the West, and the lambs which are pro
duced ne\er average more than 50 pounds to the head. The 
plder sheep do not sell for so much per pound as they increase 
in age. The prices for their meat depreciates, and yet the 
expense for ca.ring for them goes on. It is estimated at least 
6,000,000 of our people are depending upon the sheep and 
woolen. industry in the United States. As said, there are about 
52,000,000 sheep in the United States. The raising of wool 
necessitates the employment of three men, on an average, for 
every 1,500 sheep. This means if all the sheep were in herds 
of 1,500 that there would be 100,000 employees thrown out of 
employment by the destruction of that industry, but as probably 
three-fourths of the sheep are in smaller herds than that it 
means that about 150,000 herders would be thrown out of em
ployment if the sheep industry should be destroyed by putting 
wool and sheep on the free list. 

In their program the majority propose to reduce the duty ~n 
the woolen manufactures at least 50 per cent. This mean' 
now what it meant in 1 94 an<l 1895, the closing up of nearly 
e\ery mill-in fact, of e\ery mill where the proprietors have 
not the means of holding on for four years longer until the 
people, recogllizing the outrage which will ha\e been placetl 
upon t11em by the enactm.ent of this bill into a law, shall turn 
the majority out and put those back n-ho will look after their 
interests and their welfare in a more substantial way. But in 
these manufactories there are now emplosed about $460,000,000 
nnu about 169,000 employees. It is safe fo say that three
fourths of these employees will be discharged if this bill is 
enacted into a law. The remaining one-fourth will have their 
salaries reduced at least one-third. The 5,000,000 people de
pending on wool and its industries will practically have their 
means of livelihood cut off. They will have to go out and hunt 
labor or sta n ·e. If they go into the field of other labor, com
petition immediately arises. The operator is naturally human; 
be is looking out for his own interest and his own welfare; 
he will employ labor where he can get it the ch~apest, taking 
into consideration its efficiency. It will not be difficult to train 
factory hands n-ho ha>e been engaged in a · business such length 
of time as these ~voolen e·mployees ha\e to engage in any other 

enterprise. If it is thought that putting wool upon the free 
list and reducing the dufy on the manufactured article 50 per 
cent will contribute to cheap living, I think tha t those who have 
st~ch. belief will find they are mistaken. A foreign monopoly 
will rntenene and keep the prices up. If it is thought that a 
greater revenue may be obtained, that would be more than 
doubtful. In order to get a greater re>enue you must import 
more than double the amount of merchandise of that quality 
to make up for. the reduction in the rate of duties. When you 
do that, what 1s the result? You send out of the counfry the 
necessary money to purchase the same or to purchase the wool 
to make the same. That money is a portion of our wealth 
a wealth which should be permanent and kept permanently 
with us, but which will be sent a way to pay for this increased 
importation. The amount of circulation per ca pi ta will by that 
means be reduced throughout the entire ~ountry. 

The 52,000,000 sheep in the United States must be run jn 
flocks not exceeding 1, 00 head to the flock. A flock of 1,500 
head is even more profitable. When they get below 1 500 head 
the cost of caring for tllem becomes greater per head. It re
quires in New Mexico thrf"~ men to each flock of 1 500 or 1 800 
to care for them. They recei>e to-day an averag~ of $30 'per 
month for wages, and also receive their board and camping 
facilities. Their board will average $20 per month. The wages 
and board of each man per year would be $600 · for the three 
me~1, $1,800; 'or about an a.\era.ge of $1 per h~ad per sheep, 
wh1ch can be safely run in a flock. But this is not all the 
expP.nses of a herd. The owner has to pay the Government 12 
cents per head for a range or grazing right. The loss from bis 
herd is about 15 per cent each year by deaths from predatory 
animals and disease and estrays. It costs him about 6 cents 
a llead to shear bis sheep; as much more to attend to the 
lambing; 15 cents per head as taxes. He is compelled, if be bas 
more than one herd, to employ an extra high-priced man, at 
$100 per month, to look after all the herds. 

He has the expense of 5 cents a fleece for sacking and haul
ing his wool to market. He bas an investment of at least $5 
per bead on which be should receive, according to the bankable 
rates in New Mexico, 8 per cent in:erest, which would amount 
to 40 cents per bead. Not only does he have all these expenses, 
bat he has a number of other incidental expenses which can not 
be accurately estimated, all amounting to more than $2 per _ 
head per annum. Before be markets bis male lambs, he has 
the same proportionate expense as to -them, amounting to at 
least $1 per head, to be deducted from the amount realizecl on 
them. He is also subject to the loss of his entire herd from 
droutbs, snowstorms, prairie fires, and disease epidemics. It is 
not infrequent that whoJe herds have been lost in snowstorms. 
During the present year in New Mexico there bas been a dronth, 
ar;id the average crop of lambs will not exceed 30 per cent. 
It is said they will not exceed the number of the amount of 
losses of the old sheep, which have died on account of the 
drouth, so that practically ihis year there bas been no increase 
in the flock which can be sold off as a profit. The wool has 
had to pay the whole income. 

It has been sel1ing at from 10 to 12 cents during the year, the 
sheep a\eraging not exceeding 6 pounds per head, or about 66 
cents to the head, so that every sheep owner in New Mexico 
during the present year has lost at least $1.34 cents on every 
bead of sheep. These are casualties which happen to the sheep 
industry. The income of 1,500 head of sheep is 9,000 pounds of 
wool at 11 ceuts per pound, or $990; 900 lambs, one-half 
males, worth $2.50 per head, or $1,125; or a total of $2,025, 
while his expenses amount to $4,270. This leaves him a loss 
of $2,245 per ·year against which he has 450 ewe lambs, less 
270 old sheep loss, or 180 ewe lambs increase in his flock of 
ewes. He bas also other depreciations, such as in the use of 
bucks and camp supplies. The ewe lambs will be worth $5 
per head, or $900 for the 180 increase, lea.ving his total loss 
$1,345 per year, at the rnlae which will be produced by the 
present law, but his sheep will not retain their value of $5 
per head under this proposed law. It will go down. As time 
moves on and the sheep owner improves his financial condition, 
he will be able to provide shelter and furnish food for the 
winter when required. 

The predatory wild animals are being killed off; lately, how
ever, New Mexico has been flooded with them by their being 
dri\en over from Texas lands, which have been filled up with 
settlements. Better means are provided to guard against dis
ease. The sheep owner is able from year to year to better care 
for his flocks and herds. But under the present bill within a 
year or two after it takes effect there will not be more than 250 
sheep owners in New Mexico, while to-day there are over 2,500, 
owning herds from 250 head to ten and twenty thousand in 
quantity. While you are undertaking to reduce the cost of 
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living by reducing the price of wool and the price of sheep you ', ing as much sugar as we requiTe. We respectfully submit thnt 
are creating a monopoly which is taking a.way from the poor an inaease 'Of n~arly .100 per eent in tile cane-sugar indust1-y in 
mun hls sheep at nn insignificant price nnd placing them in the the last 20 years -shows a very resrrectuble increa e, -one that 
hnncls of the wealthy or monopolists. This will 'be the result should not be deemed an industry whlch is lagging behind. 
with reference to-sheep. It 'Will u1so b& the result with reference We a:Iso submit thut .an ineren-se from 5,000,000 pounds of b-eet 
to sugar. sugar to l,~-000, 00 pounds, 'Ull merea"Se of 2 ,490 per cent 111 

New Uexico is not a sugar-producing -State at present, owing ,2() years, is a Y-ery respectable showing. Each of these indus
to the fact that we ha v~ been kept m the conditton -of a Terri- tries has increased mueh taste· tmm the growth of J)opuiation 
tory, w:here our laws were subject to be repealed ut th~ will of -Or th-e increase rof general wealth in the -country, thet·e bein~ 
Congress and interpreted and administered ·by men who were such an incr~ase in the fa. t 20 yea:rs <>f th-e two. Cnn it be .,-ui tl 
not the choice of the people, but were appointed by n.n Executi've that this is an industry that -0ught not to be fostered oi' :ought 
not acquainted with our conditions and circumstances, and re- not to be helpeu, -when it is making uch :ex:tra@rdinary stride& 
siding 2,000 miles away from us. We have ne1er been able to fx>w.ar<l prospe1·ity and toward furnishing tlle wa:nts of the wilole 
induce capita.lists to in-rest their means in sugar plants so as people? Every pound of sugar we introduce fl·om abrua<l " ·e 
to enable ·us to grow the beets to supply them, for the reason hav-e to send a\Yay money to pay for it, whid1 is loss to us. 
that while we were a Territ01-y nD capitalist was willing to Elery pound of sugar tha.t we produce in the {;nite d S tat es 
place his m oney iwbere the laws could be repealed by a superio1· sases that much 1llQiley fr-0m going abr ad and retains it fo r 
authority to that whkh enacted thCll1, as could ha~e been done ch'Culation noo for use in the ~eneral de,·eloprnent arul 11'!.·ogr ss 
by Congress. 'lennng no remedy in the courts oT elsewhere. of our country. G€rman.y, which is a large beet-sngar produe
Since we became u State the attention of cupita'tists h:is been ing -country, pays a bounty for eY-ery pound -Of sug-.ir exportN. 
directed to Kew .Mexico, and much inquiry and in-restigation by her people. 'l"'he beet -'5Ugar industry has n ot exi ted m the 
has been had in rega rd to the availability of the lands of New United States in any appreci::tble degree more ilmn 20 yror -, 
l\lexico for producing the sugar beet and manufacturing sugar. and, in fact, 'SO that it could be felt in the market, more th:rn 
.Many enpitalists hn-.e troen maki~ contracts for the IJrocuring 13 :rears. 
o'f the lands so that they could be used for supp1ying the neces- In the year 1900 it reached the amount of 163,000,000 pounds. 
sary beets for factories. That same year cane sugar produced 333,000;000 pound In 

'I1ley 1haye also been "e'tting their means Teady, and many of the year 190-0 we consumed in th~ United Stat es 4,477,000,000 
them had .already proYided means for the erection of sugar- pounds of sugar, . .and we supplied only a.bout 1.,100,-000,0 
beet factories in New Mexico at the time the election in No- pounds on the continent, and from Porto Rico, Haw:aii, and tlle 
vember, 1912, took plll.ce. Then the people, acting upon the ex- Phllippines. less tb.!11;1 one-f~urth. So t:rult it will be seen that 
perience which they had and the example which had been given ~e sugaT indust;ry i.s growmg much faster than the consump
to them by the .action of u Democratic Congress and a Demo- tion. ~e i:iust m time. sn11ply all the sugar we consume, m.W. 
cratic administration which was elected in 1892, a.bsolutely tha.t time is not far dlstant. We ha.Ye :i:-ea enough in the 
ceased to make any frrrther ,advance by way of opening up New Umted Stntes of the best sugar-b-eet produClilg l ands, not only 
Mexico to beet-sugar cultur~ 01' to the pmduction of sugar. to. supply the present w.ants of the Unlt d Stares, but what ~ 
Conh·acts which ba--re been made have freen forfeited.. Moneys will n~ probabiy for hundreds of :rcnr:s to comB. It is stated 
·wllich h:rr-e been pronde·d ha~e been. otherwise disposed of. b:V I?r-0mm-ent Senators of ~e ~jo1ity that they know that 
The capitalists have gone in other directions -0r are holding p1acmg sugar upon the free list will destr-0y the indust ry. That 
their means in safety Taults awaitin..,. to hav-e the Democratic can not be d-voeated either in the interest <>f rernnue nor in 
landsUde of destruction go by. And 

0
he will wait till the end the interest of cheapening the product. If you destroy four bil

of four J\'!3.TS, until tlle peCJple .at the polJs can see the results lions and a half of pounds of the product produced in the 
of the a ction of thls Congress in passing this bill, when they United St te . we will h.a:rn to import it from foreign conntrle~. 
will no long-er tolerate a party in power to .act regardless of the The labor which is nece m·y to produce it here will be thro"n 
w elfare of the people and in restraint of prosperity. The soils out of .employment. To-d-ay our laborer has not only to com
of Nc-w Uexico ham been a""tensivel.y t.ested for their capacity pete -with the che ~r J.., bor -of Germany, but the Gernmn la
t<;> grow sugar beets, nd it has 'been found that they produce .as boTer :gets~ bonus from tile Go>ernment for his work. 
rich beets in sugar-producing {Jllaliti.cs as any soils in th.'0 world. 'The -capital amounting to hundreds of millions of dollaTs 

Most all of our soils a.re composed of the rlch.e t mountain wbieh is in:n~sted in it wm go to i·ui.u as it is not fitted for any 
loam, from 3 to 10 feet deep. They ha.v..e every quality in th-em <Other purpose: The lands which are now occupied by them 
which is necessary to gr-ow the beet which produces the most , may be occi;ipied by something else, but whether it will be a 
sugar. We have a rich aud bright sunshibe for 300 ds.ys in the p1·ofii;able.will have to be ascertained by an .experiment. 
year, which it is..., id adds to the .sugar-:produ.c.in .... quality of the It .is said that the balance of trade., when in our f.avor to any 
'beet. It is also claimed that we .can produce tw; to three times COllSlderable .a.mount, s~ows lll'osperity, and certainly it must 
as many beets to the acre in our valleys by reason -of the tact help fo produce prosperity. 
that they have to be irrigated, than can be produced in the In the year 1893, namely, for the fiscal year commencing July 
Eastern States, where they rely upon the ra1n:faJ.l. The crop is 1, 1893, and extending to J'une 30, 189-l, the imports exceeded the 
absolutely sure and is always -0f a uniform quality. It jg true exports by about 19,000,000. This was a year in which the 
the cost is greater where rains do not prevail~ In -0ur States majority party now in power had tlle entire administration of 
ditches have to be dug water has to be obtained from distant the G.overnment, including the President and n. majority in both 
sources. These -ditches haYe to be kept in repair; men have to Houses of Congress .and ~n-ery Cabinet position. They had 
be employed to let the water upon the ln.nd .and to distribute it come into power on the 4th of March oofore that year com
constantly • .ari expense which doos n@t attach to rainfall. In menced. It is claimed that the Wilson-Gorman bill, which was 
.a country which would ha:ve a steady and constant rninfall, enacted m 1894, had no influence upon the panic which was pre
possibly like the State of Louisilln.a., t-0 supply its want with vailing during that time, but that the panic had commenced 
water, without ditches and irrigation and extra labor for that some 13 or 14 months prior to the enactment of the Wil on
purpose, they can probably :produce the cane Sl4:,"'tlr as cheaply Gorman bill. 
'RS the beet su~'lr, although they can not produce as much to the A claim of that kind certainly is made without reference to 
acre. the inrelligence of the business people in this country. The 

There is no conflict between the cane producer and the beet- Demoerati<:! Party went int-0 power under the election held in 
sugar producer. \Ve use in the United Sta tes ab-Out 1,966.,000 -000 Nov-ember, 1892, on .a. platform almost identical with the plat
pounds of suga.r unnually. Of this amount we produee in' the form which was adopted at Ba.ltim-0re and under which they 
continental United States 1,!J22;840.,000 pounds, ~nd we briner in have gone int.o power again, especially on thnt portion of it 
from Porto Rico, Hawaii, and the Philippines 2375,325°-000 which refers to the W.t·iff. They ha\ing been '€leeted,...of course, 

· pounds, rnakirlg a total of about 4,298,165,000 pound~ which' the on .. platform of that kind and pledged to carry it out th-e 
United States and .its dependencies produce and about 3.,668,- A.ma:-ican people and the American business men then. l~ked 
368,000 pounds which we imp@rt fix>m foreign countries. In forward to the results which were g.oing to happen. They were 
18!)0 we produced in continental United .States 301,000,000 Hke John Hay says about the engineer, Jim Biudso, on the 
:pounds of cane sugn.r and 5,000,000 pounds of beet sugar. Since Pr<Jirie Bdlle, when she was afire, when h~ said : 
that time the cane sugar, which ha.s increa_ed w'ith some varia- rn hold ber nozzle agin the 'bank 
tions annually, has aained steadily until it has .reached 728 _ 'Till the 1-nst galoot's nshore. 
000,000 pound~. .Tbe beet-sugar industry has adrnnced steadily And Hay 'Says : 
each year until it bas reached 1,'200,000,000 pounds the cane- And they an hnd trust in his cussedness 
sugar increase du1ing the last year being nearly' 1.4 000 000 And knew he would keep his word. 
pounds. .It has been said that this industry has existed ~d The Ameriean business man in 18D3 had h·ust in the 'Cussed-
had protection for 100 years and has not succeeded in produc- ness of the Democratic Party, and knew they would keep their 
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wor<l. They discounted what you would do, and they did not 
make any mistake. You did, then, exactly what you said you 
n-c~re going to tlo. 

'l'he result wns that in anticipation of what you were going 
to do, relying upon it, having trust in your cussedness, a panic 
"·a · collllllenced in this country which culminated after the en
actment of the Wilson-Gorman law, in the greatest sacrifice of 
wealth nml prosperity that has ever been known in the history 
of auy country. It is true that at that time the conditions of 
tlle country 'Terc not as prosperous as they are now. It may 
IJe that you will be enabled to enact this law in carrying out 
your cussedness, but you can not do it without producing a 
tringency in business, without creating trouble financially. In 

fact, as it was in 1893, we are beginning now to feel the effects 
of this proposetl law. To-day stocks in the market have a down
ward tendency. The banks· ha-ve their -vault doors close shut 
again ·t the man who is asking aid to enable him to invest in 
new business or carry on the olo. The great prosperity that 
exists now may prevent, and I hope will prevent, a panic such 
as that of 18!)4. But you can not throw out of employment the 
wage earners wllo will be thrown out by this bill and cause 
theru to compete \Vith others who are holding positions, without 
creating great want and a great dimunition in the amount of 
,\·ages. 

What use is the cheap cost of living to the wage earner if he 
has not the means with which to pay it? If you are going to 
fix it so that he will lose what he has, entirely, or a large por
tion of it, by the reduction of a third or a half of his income, 
imply to reduce his living expenses, that will add nothing to 

hi: prosperity, to his business, or to the happiness and com
fort of his family. They must live, they must exist, they must 
I.lave some comforts. Will you take away from them all of the 
couveniences o~ life and throw them into want? You will do 
it l>y the enactment of this law, unless something else may in
tenene. The only thing that will prevent you from bringing 
on a more destructive panic than that of 1894 will be the good 
sen e of our people, their present state of prosperity, the fact 
tllat most of them have a surplus of means on which they can 
draw, the· fact that they will look forward to the time when 
another party will take your place in the administrative and 
legi la ti Ye branches of this Go•ernment and restore to the peo- . 
rile the capacity to reclaim the prospedty which they now have, 
aud which you will ham destroyed or greatly damaged. 

Wool and sugar are not the only features of this bill to which 
I desire to call attention. New .Mexico is also a mineral-pro
rluciug State, not as great as several others of the Western 
State" but still possessing within her borders great mountain 
range filled with mineral of all kinds. No duties are imposed 
upon gold, silver, and copper, when imported. The precious 
metals tlo not need protection. They haye the same value the 
w0rld orer. No law could be passed to make them possess a 
different Yalue, except in a coined state as money. Copper is 
furuLbC'd in this country in ·greater abundance than any other 
;:rnu is ea ·ier extracted and marketed. But New Mexico and 
Yarious other 'Vestern States produce zinc and lead. These 
n rticles are also produced in some of the Eastern States, like 
1\Iissouri and Illinois. Probably the greatest amount is pro
duced near the western border bf Missouri and the eastern 
IJorder of Kansas. Under the existing law there is lt cents 
uuty per pound on the lead in the ore which may be imported. 
There is a duty of 1 cent a pound upon all zinc· in the ores which 
carry ns much as 25 per cent. There is a. heavy freight rate 
from New Mexico to the east as far as Kansas City on lead 
and zinc ores. 

Unle s tile ores are high grade, it is almost impossible to 
carry tilem to the reduction works. Smelters have been estab
li heel at Pueblo, Colo., and El Paso, Tex., to which points nearly 
au the zinc and lead ores extracted from the mines of New 
:l\lcxico must be carried. The rates of freight for these hauls 
are yery great. As the zinc and lead must be shipped in ore, 
the rate of freight necessarily is very high when applied to 
the amount of actual metal therein. Lead and zinc ores run 
from 10 to 40 and 50 per cent. Zinc is worth in the market 
to-day about 5 cents a pound and lead about 4 cents a pound. 
The freight from the mines in New .Mexico to any of the 
smelters must equal at least 1 cent a pound, or about 20 per 
cent of the Yalue of lead or zinc. The largest deposits of zinc 
and lead in the United States, probably, are found at the mines 
near Joplin, in 1\lissouri and Kansas. ~l'hey have the advantage 
of being in large bodies, close to the East, and with good rail
road facilities and cheap transportation. They have fully the 
benefit of 1 cent n pound by way of freight OYer the New 
:Mexico metals. Yet when the metals of New Me:1..'ico get in the 
market they do not bring to the owner any more than the metals 
from Joplin, Mo. 

The House of Representatives placed a duty in this bill of 
10 per cent upon the metal in tile 7..inc ore, to be aetcnniue(l at 
the port of entry. The Senate committee h::is increasell ·that 
amount to 12! per cent ad . yalc;>rem, while the a uty under the 
present law was equal to an ad valorem of 46.64 per cent. 
In 1910 we imported zinc to the Yaluc of $6GS,47G. 'l"'hi~ was 
bef~re it was k~own what policy of the Democratic Party might 
be mstalled with the present administration in power. But 
from the 1st of July, 1912, to the 30til of June 1013 the im
portations were only . $77,672 in value of zinc in the or~. 'l'hese 
figures show that the people long before t11e sc sion of this 
Congress had begun to realize what woul(l happen; that zinc 
ores would be reduced in rnlue by taking off the duty. No 
greater supply was imported than was neeuetl. The SUl1ll1y 
W:hich was on hand was disposed of. Tbe duty on lea<l of ail 
kmds under the present law when it exceeded 3 per cent i 
H cents per pound on the lead contained in the ore. The 
House in this bill put a half a cent per pound on tile len<l 
and the Senate increased the same to three-fourths of a ceut 
just exactly ha.If of the rate that is in effect unde1· the pre~ 
ent law. 

Under the present law, in 1910, there was imported lencl to 
the value of $145,426, and in 1912 lead only to the value of 
$~2,735. The duty under the present law is the equivalent of 
55 per cent ad -valorem. Under the propose<} bill as it irn si:;cd 
the House it was equivalent to. 20 per cent au valorcm, m11l ns 
now in the Senate is equivalent to 30 per cent au Yalorem, 
scarcely more than one-half of the duty which exists unt1er tlle 
present law. But, again, these figures show that the lc::tt1 pro
ducer and lead dealers are looking to the future and to the 
present enactment. It shows that there is a falling off in tllc 
importations of seYen-eighths of the amount. This mcmrn tllat 
the de~lers are laying in no additional stock, but are gettil1;; rill 
of then· old supply. They are expecting this bill to n•tlnco 
the values, and, as a consequence, they desil'e to get the bene
fit of the cheaper product. It is estimated that the h1c r et1 e 
in the importation of the lead ores will reach $1,600-000 in 
value, as against the importations amounting to $5 2,10-! for 
last year under the present law, or that the importations will 
be abou_t three times the amount during the present fiscal year 
they were during the last fiscal year. 

This means that we will have to expend $1,000,000 oYer anll 
above what we spent during the last fiscal year for lead. Tilts 
extra amount will have to be paid. out of the moneys of onr 
country and sent abroad to remain there, and is an item of eYi· 
dence as to what the present tariff will do toward keepily• up 
the prosperous times existing under the preaenl.: la-:v. The "'cur
rent rate of wages of a lend or zinc miner in the St?te of ·ew 
Mexico is about $3. If three-fourths of a cent is taken off ti.le 
value of lead, it can not compete with any other lead in the 
United States nor with the lead of any foreign country. Tl1ere 
is not that much margin on it. If 34.14 per cent au \'a.lorcm is 
deducted from the duty on zinc in New Mexico; that i , nearly 
three-fourths of the present duty, we ·wm be unable to compete 
with zinc in any foreign country. The business· must clo!:!e u11. 
The present troubled condition in the Republic of Mexico makes 
it practically impossible for any cres to be brougl i; from that 
country, yet there are zinc and lead reducin~ plants statione<l 
at El Paso on the border of Mexico for the purpose ot receiving 
the ores of New Mexico, Arizona, and Old Mexico. Zinc and 
lead or~s from ·old Mexico, if pence was prevailin~ there, could 
be furmshed to the El Paso smelters at on.e-half the cost they 
could be furnished in New Mexico or other parts of the United 
States, owing to the cheap labor in Old Mexico, which nms 
from .12i cents to $1 a day for ordinary labor. 

One of these plants has been compelled to close up because 
of two facts: One, the condition of Mexico, and because of this 
it is impossible for them to get ore enough to supply their plant; 
another, agitation of the ta.riff bill which threntens to almost 
certainly reduce the tariff on ores t1, such an extent that the 
New Mexico and Arizona ores can not be handled. There is no 
certainty ·that these smelters will resume business. The pas
sage of this bill will close every lead and zinc mine in ~cw 
Mexico and Arizona, and probably those in Colorado. It is 
claimed by the majority that lead an<l zinc are mined by 
laborers at a wage of about $1.55 per day. ~hat is the c:laim 
made in the letter of the gentleman from Providence, H. I., 
which was placed in the RECORD a. few days ago by the Senator 
from Mississippi [l\lr. WILLIAMS]. 

I have wired to the cashier of the J'oplin National Ban!~, at 
Joplin, Mo., to obtain the current w::i ges of ziuc and lead rni 11crs 
there and have a telegram from him saying: 

Answering telegram to-<lay, wages of miners in this district now run 
about as follows: uround men, classified as shoveleri>, $H to :/G per <lay 
depending on number of cans of dirt filled at rate of 7 to 1:S een t~ per 
can. Machine men, $2.7G per day; llclpers, $2.riO; trackmcn, ,,:!.i:i; 
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tub bookers, $3 to $3.50; top men, classified as ~oistermen, $2.75 to $3 
per day ; jig men, $25 per week ; engineers, $2.75 to $3 and $3.50 per day: 
ulacksmiths, $3; screen men, $2.25 to 2.50. 'These wages about 
average ou present pdces of zinc with ore at $45 to $50; wages prob
ably 2G cents higher per man per day. 

· J. E. C.unn.:~, Cashier. 

Also I wired to Mr. C. T. Brown, of· Socorro, N. Mex., the 
lnrgest zinc and lead operator in ~ Tew Mexico, for the current 
wnges there, and ha>e a telegram from his clerk saying : 

Mr. -Brown out in field; impossible to catch him for se>eral days. 
We pay timbermen and machine men $-!.GO and $4; miners, $4 to $3; 
muckers, $:!.75 to $2 per shift of eight hours. 

c. E. MOFFETT, Clerf,, 

The e telegrams do not bear out the calculations made by the 
gentleman in Pro\'idence, R I., which was printed in the 
ltECORD of July 2 , on page 3124. According to the rates shown 
uy the cashier of the bank at Joplin, l\Io., if the calculations 
of the Providence expert we1·e correct, the wage earners at 
Joplin, who, be says, are about 75 per cent of the ''"·hole in the 
t.Tnited States, would more than exhaust the whole amount paid 
for wages and the other one-fourth would get nothing or have 
to pay something from their pockets to tile Joplin wage""earner. 
This shows the criticism of the Senator from Utah on that com
munication must be correct. 

The duty of the present bill may be or benefit to the lead 
mines in Joplin, Mo., and Kansas, because it will remove from 
them competitors who now compel them to keep their ores down 
to a reasonable dividend condition. If they ham no competi
tors, the country at large will be at their mercy, or, at least, 
ut theirs and those who are in the :Mississippi Valley, who 
may combine to make the market as they will. To-day the lead 
and zinc mines in the Rocky Mountain region keep down the 
prices of lead. Can it be possible that Senators are legislating 
in the immediate interest of their own State to the injury of 
others? It would seem so by the way the duties are being 
fixed by the Senate on those two products. 

Time will demonstrate. There arc other prouucts in New 
Mexico which will be affected by the tariff, among them coal 
and lumber, · of which New Mexico has large quantities. No 
coal or lumber comes into New Mexico to compete in our indi
,.iduaJ markets, for tile reason that we supply much more than 
our home market and ship out of the State both lumber and 
coal. New l\Iexico supplies most of the coal market of Arizona 
and southern California and a large portion of northern Texas. 
Ily taking the duty off of coal, the markets New Mexico has may 
be inYaded ·by foreign producers. Ausfralian coal can be 
brought across as ballast and delivered at San Diego and 
Los Angeles, without a duty, cheaper than the New Mexico 
coal. In fact, it can be brought into Arizona and there com
pete sharply with the New Mexico product. Coal from other 
countries, especially from No>a Scotia, will be brought into our 
country on the eastern coast and drive back the supply of coal 
that is now shipped from the interior to the Atlantic seaboard. 
The railroads along the line of the Atlantic coast and all sea
going ve sels wlll get their supply from the foreign product. 
This will necessaril:x drive the coal in the Allegheny Mountains 
and in the Mississippi Valley farther west to find a market or 
close up their mines, or at least curtail their output to such an 
extent that they will be compelled to discharge large num
bers of their employees and throw them upon the world with
on t means of support, as beggars for a livin~. 

In the years 189-!, 1895, and 1896 nearly every woolen mill 
~early e'lery sp!ndl~ in the United States, was standing still; n~ 
fires wera uurmng m the furnaces; the chimneys were dead and 
smokeless; people were without employment, without substan
tial clothing, and without a sufficient means of support;. money 
could not be had from the banks; business was at a standstill. 
WouJ.ll you produce by the passage of thls bill a similar condi
tiou? I pray that the bill may not pass, and that if it does pass 
a dHferent condition may result. It has been said that the 
tariff of 181>4 did not produce the panic. The people anticipated 
the passage of that act. They relied upon the declarations of 
the party which went into power. The force of those declara
tions took effect upon them immediately. Upon the result of 
the election being ~own times grew hard, money tight, business 
began tu be drawn m, people began to prepare for hard times. 
. When the Wils.on-Gormari b~l was passed the panic was prac

tically on. But it was a pamc of anticipation, growing out of 
the. d~l3:rations , of he party in power then; the sa!Ile party 
which ism power now. That condition of things continued until 
tlie elec~ion of McKinley and a Republican Congress, under a 
declarat10r that they would inaugurate a tariff for protection 
and restore the prosperity. Again the people, before l\icKinley 
could call the Congress together or take action, discounted the 
condition of things; prosperity commenced to show itself long 
before ~he enactment of tlie Dingley law; business grew better; 

the idler obtained work; credit was extended; money began to 
circulate; business life sprang up. 

When the tariff was lowered by the enactment of the Wilson
Gorman bill times grew hard. When the Wilson-Gorman bill 
was repealed and the Dingley bill enacted hard times ceased ; 
losses \Yere stopped; prosperity commenced; labor was had; the 
manufactories started up; money circulated; people were able to 
obtain better clothing and better fcod; the worlll looked better, 
seemed better, and was better. The act passed by a Republi can· 
Congress and approved by a Republican President, providing 
for $500,000,000 emergency fund, may save us from the worst· 
features of a panic. Such fund has been placed in the hamls of 
the Secretary of the Treasury with power to use the same for 
protection against financial distress. He can us2 it to break 
down a threatened or impending run upon the banks. He can 
use it to su11ply currency which may be needed to meet ex
traorcUnnry contingencies-such contingencies as may grow and 
de\elop out of the disturbances arising from the eJ'fects of tWs 
bill if enacted into a law. That fund and the experience which 
the people now have, gained from a knowledge severely earned 
by experience under the Wilson-Gorman bill and its workings, 
may sa rn the country from as great disaster as existed in 1894 
aml 1SD5. nut even all t}lese things can not prevent financial 
troubles and difficulties. They can not prevent a stringency in 
the money market and a tightening up and slumping of the 
lrnsiness of the counfry if this bill becomes a law. 'l'hey can 
not make it possible to keep a. large balance of trade in tile face 
of the proposed enactment. Such will have the effect to mini
mize business interests in this country, to compel the veople 
having such business to close down or curtail their transactions 
here and in foreign count1ies, our dealers to go abroau and imr
chase in outside markets tilose things which shoul<l be mauu
factured at home and disposed of here as well as exported. 

It can not prevent the expenditures of large volumes of money 
auroad or in foreign markets which should be kept nt borne 
and made to help our own markets. The rn-0re you reduce the 
tariff, the easier you make it possible for the foreign producer 
to compete more favorably with our manufacturers and pro
ducers; the more you will enable· him to take from our markets. 
carry a way from our shores tile moneys which now circulate 
among the people; the more you will cause thereby to be im
ported from abroacl and the less you wil1 enable our people. to 
produce so as to send abroad into foreign tra<le. You ''ill 
cause less exportation and >astly increase the importation. 
You will have to more than double the imports in order to get 
the revenue on such decreased rate of duty . You can not ex
pect that it will be even possiule to evade the importation of 
foreign products into the United States to the extent of double 
the amount we now import, for which extra amount we will 
have to send the cash to pay for them. You can not exvect 
when our manufactories and business shall be curtailed or 
destroyed that w·e will be able to furnish the s::i.me amount of . 
products to ship to foreign countries in order to obtain tlle. 
amount of moneys which have been flowing for the last 20 years 
into our treasuries. If you are infatuated with an idea that yon 
can do that, it is well for you to stop and think. If :ron <le
stroy four and one-half billion pounds or sugar product, wbich 
we produce, and compel our people to buy that amount in for-. 
eign nmrkets, where does the money come from which is to 
purchase it? What will fill its place? If you destroy hvo 
hundred and fifty millions worth of sheep, or their woolen prod
uct, what will take its place, except wool and woolen goods 
from foreign markets? If you reduce the duty one-half or 
more on woolel). manufactures, if the amount of importation 
should not be increased, you will lose one-half of the duties 
now collected. If you place wool on the free list you will lose 
all the duties on that, amountinr to about fourteen millions 
and a half per year . . If you put sugar on the free list you 
will lose fifty-two millions a year collecte<l as duties thereon. 

These are not all the articles on which you are reducing the 
duty to any great extent. . You . will lose on them the amount 
corresponding to the duties now existing and necessarily must 
increase the :-tmount of importations in order to make up the 
full complement of income . 

Yott claim that the income tax will make up for the loss on 
wool and sugar. Possibly it will. The income tax, however, 
i.s an experiment. While good financiers may form some ap
proximation as to the amount which will be received thereby, 
you must wait for its operations. You must see how much the 
income of individuals win be divided up among families to get 
the amount of exemption; how much may be app!ied for the 
various kinds of losses wllich they ::..re alloweu to charge off; 
how much the conscience of the individual may be tested nud 
stretched in order to enable him to reduce the amount to JJe 
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paid to a mi11imum. The people in this -country are not unlike, 
in the main, the people of any other civilized country. They 
all fill ve the same failings, the same human instincts, the same 
desire to obtain and retain wealth and fortLme. You ha'°e 
got to meet these attributes of -the man and find how well he 
can stand the test which this bill, under the income-tax pro
rlsion, will impose -0n his consci-ence. 

It seems to me that this ,bilJ, in principle, is keeping up the 
policy heretofore indulged in by Congress and e•ery adminis
tration against the West; that is, depri'ving it -of eyerything pos
si1>1e, foT the ai<l of the East. 

Onr principal products outside of gold and silver are sugaT, 
coal, lumber., lead, .zinc, .and ceTeals, nearly all <lf .which go 
onto the free list, and those which ilo not hm·e the duty reduced 
from nm-thirds to three-fourths. 

Do J'OU think we in the W-est C.'lil end.me privation and .:pov
erty more than those in the East? Do you think as a reward 
for the loss of kindred and fiiends by the slaughter of the same 
and the dest!uction of their means of liYelihood by savages we 
are used to such things and do not need eonsi-dei:ati-0n or help! 
I am not prepared to beliern such is the fact. 

Mr. SIJ\UIONS. .Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
q11 or um. 

The VICE PRESIDE.l~T. The Senator from North Carolina 
suggests the absence -of a quorum. 'I'he Secretary will call the 
roll. 

The Secretary caned the roll, and the following Senators an
S\\ered to their names; 
Ashurst Gallinger Martin, Va. Shively 
Bacon Gronna Martine, N. J. Simmons 
Bomb Hitchcock Norris Smith, Ariz. 
Brady Hollis OlivP.r Smith, Md. 
Bristow Hughes Overman Smith, S . C. 
Bryan ~fames Page Smoot 
Bul'ton Johnson, Me. Penrose Sterling 
Catr<m Johnmon, Ala. Perkins Stone 
ChaI!lberlain Jones Pittman Sutherland 
Chilton Kenyon Poindexter Swanson 
Clapp Kern Pomerenti Thomas 
Clark. Wyo. . La Follette Reed Thompson 
Crawford Lane Saulsbury Thornton 
Cummins Lea . Shafroth ~:1·1dsg.man Di1linghn:m Lewis Sheppard " .. h 
Fall Lodge Sherman Williams 

:Mr. BACON. I wish to unnounce that my ~ollengae tMr. 
SMITH of Georgia] has been unavoidably called away from the 
city this afternoon. 

hlr . .J.A.M:EJS. On behalf of my colleague [lli. BBADLEY], I de
sire to state that he 1s unavoidably absent from the city. 

Mr. THORNTON. I desire to announce thnt the junior Sen
ator from New York [Mr. O'Gmn.u.N] is unavoidably absent to
day. 

1\lr. GRONNA. I wish to announce that my colleague fl\fr. 
1\I CUMBER] is necessarily absent on areou:nt of illness in his 
family. 

- • l\fr. BRYAN. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
FLETCHER) is necessarily absent to-day. He is 'Paired with the 
junior Senator from Wyoming IMr. WARREN]. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty-four Senators have an
swBred to the roll call A quorum :of the Senate is present. 

.:cfr. GALLINGER. Let the amendment be _statecl, Mr. Presi
dent. 

The VICE PilESIDENT. The Secretary will state the pend
ing amendment. 

The SECRETARY. The pending amendment, offered by the 
senioi.· Senator from New Hampshire .[l\fr. GALLINGER], is at the 
top of page 29, as follows : In line 1 strike out " 25 •• and insert 
in lieu thereof " 35,'' and in line 2 strike out "'3 ~· and insert 
"6," so that, if amended, the paragraph will read:~ 

101. Freestone, granite, sandstone, limestone, lava, and all other 
stone suitable 1'or use as monumental or building stone, except marble, 
. breccia, and onyx, n<>t specially provided for in this section, hewn, 
dressed, or polished, or otherwise manufactured, 35 per cent ad 
valorem ; unmanufactured, o.r .not dressed, hewn, or pr;i.lished, 6 cents 
per cubic foot. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ur. President, b.elieving that the rates of 
duty in the bill as it came from the Committee on Finance 
would work very great injury to the granite industry of the 
~ountry, the senior Senato1· from Vermont [l\Ir. DILLINGHAM] 
offered an amendment restoring the duties of the present law. 

That amendment was rejected. I then offered an amendment 
t"ronosing a reduction of 20 per cent from existing rates, and 
that amendment was rejected. Laboring under a misapprehen
sion, I moved to strike out the paragraph, and that motion 
was very properly negatived. 

I ha \e now offered an amendment proposing a reduction of 30 
per cent from the amount named in the bill for m:mufactqred 
granite and 40 per cent of unmanufactared granite, and while 
it may be a vain hope, I have a slight 'llop'e that the Senators 

on the .other side may see the justice of the amendment .I have 
offered and agree to it. 

I desire to @eak very briefly on the amendment I haYe pro
posed and to present some statistics that will, at least, be of 
historical interest, if they do not materially contribute to the 
discussion. 

In 1909 there were 707 different .enterprises engaged in the 
manufacture -of granite in the United States. '"£here were 826 
quarries. The .capital invested was :$25,4~,307. The .expenses 
of operation, and so forth, were $16,192,138. The wages paid 
were $12,181., 727. The value of the product was $18,907,976. The 
total number of ,pei·sons engaged was 22,211, and the number of 
wage earners was 20,56L 

Of th.e entire industry New England had 316 distinct enter
pri~es, being 45 per cent of the whole. She had a capital in
vested of $12,842,980, which was about 4.5 per cent of the whole. 
She paid wages to the amount of $6,098,280, being 50 per cent 
-0f the whole. The Yalue of her products was $9,497,135, being 
00 per cent of the entire production, and her wage eacners 
were 45 per cent of the entire number. These figures .are for 
the New England States. 

New Hampshire has not a very large stake in this matter, 
.and yet it is of very considerable consequence to our little 
State. She has 40 different entei·prises. Forty-six quarries 
a1·e being operated. The capital inves.ted in 1909 was $ 01,030. 
The expenses .of .operation were $1,053,085. The wages paid were 

0,762. 'The ':\.al ue of her products was $1,215,461. The num
ber of persons engaged was 1,3S5, and the number of wage 
earner engaged, 1~05. 

Turning to the 1\Iineral Resources of the United Stnt~~. 
1911, I find these 1igill'es s to the value of the granite produced 
in the United States, and also in the State that I in part 
represent: 

Granite proauoea in the Uftited Btates. 
In 1901-------------------------------------------
In 1908------------------------------In 1909 __________________________ _ 

i~ iii~===================-~============== 

$18,064,708 
18,420,080 
19, 5 1,597 
20,541,967 
21. 391, 878 

New England produces practically '50 per cent of the entire 
amount year by year. 

<Jranite proilucecl in 1."eio Hamps1iire. 
In1D07-------------------------------------------- $047,721 
InlnDB--------------------------------------- 867,028 
In 1009--.--------------------------------- il, 215, 461 In 1010 ______________________________ . ------ 1, 239, MG 
In 1.911-------------------------------------------- 1, 017, 272 

In addition to tllese :figures I have a statement showing tlle 
value of granite, trap rock, sandstone, limestone, and marble 
used for various purposes Jn 1910 and 1911, which is of statis
tical interest. and I shall ask to hayc it inserted without reading. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there is no objection, it will be 
so ordered. The Chair hea.Ts none. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 
Value of granite, trap 1·ock, sandgtotie, Zitn-estmie, and marble ttsed .tor 

various vurposes in 1910 and 1911. 

Buildint": :~1!.i 
(rough and (rough and 
dressed). dressed). 

Kinds. 

1910. 

Flag
stone. Curbstone. Paving 

stone. 
Crushed 
stone. 

Grwte...... SS, 609, 313 $4, 716, 561 m, 33S $1, 019, 529 .. 2, 823, 772 $4,208, 112 

San
Trap rooncke·.·. •. 87, 832 -- ... .. . .. __ .. . . . . . . . . . . 225, 045 5, 984, 908 

:dst 2, 778, 892 •.... ·--..... 649, 079 881, 902 $99,.595 J' 406, 153 
Limestone... 5, 272, 024 . . . . . . . . . . . . 36, 807 165, 781 464, 837 15, CCS., 3G2 
Marble .•. - .. 2)&7,795 2,170,981 ...... .... . ........ ........................ . 

Total.. 16, 105, 856 G, 887, 542 730, 224 2, 067., 212 4, 413, 849 27, 264, 535 

1911 . 

Granite ...... 6,395,370 4,265, 773 524, 6-10 $975, 104 $2,7 7,713 $4,346,547 

~~~~t::e·:: 81,830 . ........ ........ ....... . ... .................... 197,477 5, 77,«7 
.2,317,074 

____ ,.. ________ 
749,604 1,J.2.!,760 GS9,826 1,@4,0i-! 

Limestone ... 4., 721,800 ------------ 27,409 153,893 4 2, 208 10, 54.S, 35 7 
Marble .•.... 2, 910,267 2,621, 213 .. - .. -.. -- ... ................. - .. ......... ....... ............. .. .. 

TotaL 16,~341 6,886,986 801, 003 ' 2.,253, 757 4, 157, 2S4 28, 400, 42.3 

1\Ir. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the yaJue of granite rep
resented nearly 28 per cent of the total >alae of stone in 1911. 
The increase in n:tlue was from $20,541;967 in 1910 to $21,-
391,878 in 1911, an increase of $849,911. Granite for building 
and crushed stone increased in value, but there was a decrease 
in the value of granite ·for monum~ntal work, curbing, 1lagging, 
and pn.ving. 

Rough granite for monumental work, granite sold dressed f.or 
monumental work, granite for paving blocks, crushed granite 
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for roads, railroad ballast, and concrete, and granite for miscel
laneous purposes not specified in the returns, increased in value; 
rough granite for building purposes, granite sold dressed for 
building purposes. and granite ~old for rubble, riprap, curbing, 
and flagging showed a decrease. Fourteen States each produced 
granite valued at more than $GOO,OOO in 1911, in the following 
order: Vermont, Massachusetts, l\Iaine, California, Wisconsin, 
Washington, New Hampshire, Rhode Island, Georgia, Maryland, 
l\Iinnesota, North Carolina, Oregon, and Connecticut. Of these 
States the first seven produced granite valued at more than 
$1,000,000 each, and six of them, Vermont, Massachusetts. Cali
fornfa, Washington, Rhode Island, and Connecticut, showed an 
increase in the >alue of the output. 

Now, l\Ir. President, I do not desire to say anytl;ling further 
at this time on this question. The amendment I offer now 
proposes a decrease of 30 per cent from the rate fixed in the 
Senate bill, from 50 per cent on manufactured granite to 35 per 
cent, and a decrease of 40 per cent on unmanufactured granite, 
from 10 cents to 6 cents per cubic foot. It is a very large re
duction and it is a recognition freely made that, in my judg
ment, this product can stand a considerable reductio.n from the 
terms and rates of the existing law. 

The matter is of very considerable interest to some of us. It 
touches particularly five New England States that have been for 
a long time engaged in this industry, and that have great pride 
in the industry, p1:oducing as good granite as there is in all the 
world. Those States are in open and active competition with 
themselves and in open and active competition with all other 
States in the American Union that produee granite. They are 
furnishing the product at a price that does not give them very 
large profit to-day, and if the bill as it is now proposed shall 
be enacted into law it may entirely destroy that profit; at 
least it will very materially affect the industry itself. 

I will content myself, l\Ir. President, now by asking for the 
yeas and nays on the amendment I have offered, repeating the 
faint hope that our Democratic friends may see the justice of 
the amendment and give it a majority. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays are called for 
by the Senator from New Hampshire on the amendment pre
sented by him. • 

Mr. HOLLIS. Mr. President, I shall be obliged to -vote 
against this a.mendment. My family has been engaged in the 
stone industry in Massachusetts and New Hampshire for many 
generations-for over 100 years. It is well known in New 
H ampshire that my family is so engaged. But I have received 
no protest or complaint .of any sort against the reduction sug
gested by the bill, except from one manufacturer in the western 
part of the State. . 

I have heard this matter discussed for years, and it is not 
the opinion of the manufacturers of granite or of the owners 
of granite quarries in New Hampshire that they are materially 
helped by the present rate. They realize that many duties on 
articles they consume have been reduced in their interest, and 
they belieYe that they. should take their share of the reduction. 

Granite is so bulky that there is very little of it imported. 
Now and then some one wants a Scotch granite monument 
or headstone; and if some widow or widower or daughter wants 
a Scotch granite lleadstone instead of a domestic one, there is 
no reason why that mourner should not have it without paying 
-a large tariff rate. 

I know of no demand to have the present tariff rate kept 
up. Tllere is substantial competition among the different pro
ducers of granite all over the country. 

It was asked the other day how they could tell the difference 
between granite that is intended for monumental and building 
purposes and those stones which are not. I will say that it is 
so expensive to work a quarry and ship stone that none of our 
granite is used for building and monumental purposes unless 
it is what they call good color, and good color and clear stock 
are very readily recognized. The only poor color and poor 
stock that is quarried and transported at all is for the pur
poses of edging and paving. So it is very easy to tell the 
difference. 

For the reasons that I have suggested, Mr. President, I shall 
vote D-~ainst the reductions suggested by my colleague. 

l\Ir. STONE. Mr. President, I had intended to make some ob
servations in reference to the pending amendment, but I think 
the two New Hampshire Senators have sufficiently debated the 
question, and I ask for a vote. 

Mr. Sil\IMONS. l\Ir. President, I simply want to say that 
my State, as well as the State of New Hampshire, is quite a 
large producer of granite. I believe there are only eight States 
in the Union that produce more than North Carolina. We pro
duced in 1910 nearly 1,000,000 tons. 

Like the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. HOLLIS], I haYe 
heard of no colnplaint from my State about this matter, and I 
do..not now recall that we have had any from any source. I am 
not quite sure about that, however. I have not examined the 
testimony to see, but I do not recall anyone who has spoken to 
me about it or anyone who appeared before the subcommittees 
while I was present. 

I rather think, Mr. President, that the apprehension of our 
friends the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] 
and the Senator from Vermont [Mr. PAGE] is without founda
tion. The Senator from Vermont had great apprehension ,yifu 
reference to competition from Canada. I sent for the book 
that corresponds to our geological survey of the natural re
sources of the country, published by the British Governlnent, 
and I can not find that there is any granite of any consequence 
produced in Canada except in Quebec. That is where all the 
granite that need to be feared, I suppose, by New England 
would come from. 

I find that in i908 there were produced in Quebec only 
30,000 cubic yards of granite, and that it was valued at 51,000 
pounds. According to the calculation I have made, that is 30 
cents a cubic foot, which seems to me very much higher than 
the price of granite here. 

But what I was purposely getting at was some little statistics 
with reference to competition existing now in New Engl::md 
between the different States where granite is produced. I think 
the real thing that they need up in New England is some little 
protection against each other. I have here the Mineral Re· 
sources of the United States, giving the production and the 
price of granite for building purposes and for monumental 
purposes in the States of Vermont and~Maine, and this is what 
I find: 

In 1910 the value of granite for building purposes in Ver
mont was 57 cents per cubic foot in the rough. In Maine in the 
same year it was 22 cents per cubic foot in the rough. Dressed 
in 1910 in Vermont it was $4.13 per cubic foot. In Maine, when 
dressed, it was $2.09 per cubic foot. In Vermont in 1910 and 
1911 rough monumental granite was $1.91 per cubic foot. In 
l\Iaine in that year, 1911', monumental granite in tlie rough was 
worth 67 cents per cubic foot. Granite, monumental, dressed 
in Vermont that year, was worth $3.47 per cubic foot. In 
l\Iaine in that year monumental granite dressed was -worth 
only $3.03 per cubic foot. So there seems to be a pretty sharp 
competition between Maine and Vermont in the price of granite, 
and probably the difference between the price in those two 
States is very much greater between the price in this country 
and any other country. 

1\Ir. GALLINGER. l\lr. President, a single obser>ation. 
It is absolutely incomprehensible that for the same quality 

of granite there can be any such difference in price as 'Jetween 
Maine and Vermont. There is granite and granite in our coun
try, and it would be well to compare the qualities before -we de
termine the relative price in the different communities. 

Mr. President, I listened with interest to w~rnt my colleague 
[Mr. HoLLis] said on this subject. It is true tlrnt llis family 
at some time, or .one or more members of his family, were en
gaged in the granite business, but I believe they are not en
gaged in it now. It is a surprise to me that ..ny colleague has 
not received any communications on this subject from the men 
who quarry granite and manufacture granite in various towns 
in New Hampshire. I have recei>ed quite a number of com
munications, one of them coming in my mail this morning, ::t 
very earnest appeal that the rates named in the pending bill 
should be modified to some extent. But I am not going to 
quarrel with my colleague over that matte·· His vote will 
speak for itself and mine will speak for my position on this and 
all other subjects. 

I had hoped that this concession would be i:reely granted. 
Evidently it is not, because the attitude of my ~olleague, I take 
it, would settle it if anything was nee. -~d to settle it; and I am 
ready now, a·s I was 15 minutes ago, to have t"P-e yeas and nays 
taken on the amendment I have offered. 

l\Ir. DILLINGHAM. Mr. President, in reply to what was 
said by the junior Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. HOLLIS] 
as to the question whether there was any Cem. · "' iJr the main
tenance of the duty upon granite :iroducts I beg leave to read 
briefly from a letter which I have just receive .~ from the secre
tary of the Granite Manufacturers' Association in Barre, which 
is undoubtedly the largest granite ce-~ter in the United States. 
In this letter he says : 

It appear.:i that the tariff on granite was reduced at the reques t of. 
Mr. Frank J. Hanold, of Townsend, Townsend & Co., New York City, 
representing the 'ational Association of Wholesale Granite Dealer , 
composed of about 15 to 20 firms engaged in selling monuments at 
wholesale. It is interesting to note that this request for a reduction 
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in the tariff comes from an -0r.1mnizatio.n composed -0f a few men who 
get thPir li<in"' by handling what some one else produce . They are 
not all interested in t ile production of the goods which they band.le. nor 
do _ they care what it costs to prnduce them. They are only interested 
in the dollars which they can squeeze out of the producer and the con
sumer; and in case t hey succeed in getting the tariff reduced, the 
ultimate consumer will pay just as much for his monument as be does 
to-day, and what is saved on duty will i;o to swell the coffers of the 
wholesal<'r. It will mean that the wholesaler 'Will push the foreign 
goods., because be can make a larger margin than he can on the home 
products. It may be hard for one not fllmiliar with the monument busi
. ness to undeJ·stand this particular line of reasoning, but a.mong those 
who know tbe business it is a ell-known fact that the dea1er can sell 
most :rny kind of granite w hich be desires to ~ b. This is specially 
true of the ordL-iary sized jobs, as the consumer usually buys but one 
monument in bi lifetime and natw·ruly takes the word of the dealer 
as to the quality, etc., of the orticle whieh he purchases. Working 
f1·om thi premise, it is easily to be understood why the wholesale dealer 
is so anxious to ba~e t he tariff 1·educed. l understand that no manu
facturers were beard at any of the h'earing when the schedule wa!:-1 
being made up, and it is particularly bard for us to r ealize that the 
committee recommended the lowering of the tariff on the strength of 
the representations made by an organization which is in a way a.ntago
aistic to the best interests of the legitimate manufacture1·. 

If granite were a necessity and the reduction in the tariff would 
cheapen the ultimate price of the finished monument to the consumer, 
iwe would not :feel like entering a protest; but the consumer will never 
know that there .has been a .r eduction, and why throw open the door 
to foreiim granite for the benefit of. the importer at the expense of the 
American rnanufacturer and tbe American laborer? The granite cutter 
in B!lrre to-d:ly is receiving 402 cent per hour, minimum ; in Scotland 
ho receives 15 cents per hour average. What protection are you giring 
the American laborer by this proposed reduction? 

I do not care to quote fur ther, but that I tllink very fairly 
states the position of the granite manufacturers in Vermont. · 

My colleague [Mr. PAGE] was not here when the Senator 
from North Caronna was speaking of the granite industry in 
Canada. I do not know what information he has npon th.at 
subject. I ha-re Tery little except I know that the Canadian 
Go-vernment places a tluty of 35 per cent ad .-alorem on dressed 
granite, and that duty is so great that no An:ierican stock, no 
New England stock, can enter Canada in a cut or finished con
dition. All the sales that we can make in Canada of our 
granite are sales of the product as it comes from the quarry 
where it has not been impro\ed by the expenditure of money 
for American 'labor. 

:Mr . .TAMES . . I ask for a Tote. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. l\Ir. President, as bearing upon this 

question I wish to submit a fact which I ascertained through 
the Interstate Commerce Commission. I was curious to know 
"°'hetller the freight rate upon granite would affoTd .any pro
tection to the American producer as against the producer of the 
only sort of monumental granite that is imported into this 
country. 

Upon in...-estigation ·I found that the freight rate on a short 
ton of granite from Dundee, Scotland, to New York is $1.15i\r; 
upon a long ton, $1.25. 

A short ton of granite contains from 11.8 to 12.5 cubic feet. 
I figured out the cubic feet in a monument that was diagrammed 
and the dimensions gi\en accompanying a letter which I re
ceh'ed from a granite-producing firm located at Quincy, Mass., 
and the only one, I believe, which made any protest before 
either the Ways and Means Committee or the Finance Com
mittee as to the reduction of these duties. at least so far as I 
could ascertain from an examination of the testimony. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. If the Senator will permit me, I think 
he will find that the association at Barre, whose secretary 
wrote me tile letter I quoted this afternoon, did file their pro
test. 

Ur. L.K FOLLETTE. With the Finance Committee ·? 
Mr. DIL'LINGIIAM. With the Finance Committee. 
Ir. LA. FOLLETTE. Possibly that is so. I could find but 

one. 
Ur. Pre ident, figuring the cubical contents of the small 

lll-0nument which was diagrammed in this letter of protest I 
found it contained about 1 ton of material. Now, ta.king a 
ton of granite as having a content of 12 cubic feet and apply
ing the duty to it fixed in the present law of 10 cents per cubic 
foot the Aldrich duty would be $1.20; that is, $1.20 would be 
the duty on a ton of granite. The freight rate from Scotland 
to New York is $1.15. The duty, at 3 cents per cuMc foot, 
would be 36 cents to which would be added the freight rate of 
1.15, giving the producer in this country, with duty and freight 

added, a protection amounting to $1.51 per ton of 2,000 pounds, 
or, on the basis of a long ton, protection amounting to $1.61 
per ton. 

The freight rate from Beebe Junction, Canada, to Chicngo 
and perhaps a dozen distributing points in the United States is 
almost exactly the sa.me as the freight rate given to the Ameri
can p1·oducer of granite from New York, Baltimore, Barre: Vt., 
and a number of other points in this country. So there is 
no protection in the American freight rate as against a foreign 
producer, but there is a protection in the ocean freight rate. 

Now, the question naturally arose in my mind as to whether 
the shipper of granite from ·Scotland could not a\ail hirnselt 
of a combination rate which would put him more nearly on a 
competing b1lsis with the American, but the Interstate Com
merce Commission, whose assistance I had in ascertaining the 'e 
rates, inform me that there is no combination rate; that the 
ocean freight rate would be added to the freight rate in this 
country on a shipment of granite from Scotland to any interior 
point in the United States . 

Mr. GALLINGER. l\1r. President, I will ask the Senator 
from Wisconsin, with his permi sion--

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Certainly. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Why a combination freight rate may not 

be made on this product as well as on other products that we 
are importing, concerning which great complaint is being made 
now? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I am not prepared to give to the Sena
tor any reason based upon the transportation busine s why such 
rate might not be granted. I simply state that I am informed 
that it does not exist at the present time. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It does not now; but the added suggestion 
I would make is that if this nolent reduction of duty of GO 
per cent should result in a very largely increased importation 
ot Scotch granite, would they not avail themselves of that 
privilege which seems to be accorded to other importers? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I should think they would seek to avail 
themselves of the lowest rate that they could get. Indeed, it is 
fair to presume that ~ey harTe sought and failed to ecure such 
combination rate. There may be, sir, some reason, based upou 
some ruJ.e of transportation with respect to this sort of product, 
which leads the tran po1·tation companies to re.:use to give such 
combination rate. Be that as it mny, this rate is the prevailing 
freight rate now in this country, as I understand it. 

Mr. President, as I am on my feet, I will add just one more 
fact as bearing upon this question, which is rather intere ting, 
and which, I think, must be taken into account in our consider
ation of tariff reductions. 

Great changes llave come during the last few years, in a com
paratively limited period at least, in the elements affecting cost 
production in this as in many other businesses. Not long ago 
the number of men employed in qnaITies for produ(!ing a given 
quantity of granite was nece sarily much larger than · now, 
and I think that we who stand for a reasonable tariff, one that 
shall be protecti.-e of American industries under existing con
ditions, must give specfal weight to these changed and changing 
conditions. 

In quarrying granite, Mr. President, the modern drill, which 
has been put in operation in all of the principal quarries in this 
country-I think in all of them-enables one man operating 
that drill, the power for which is furnished by electl'icity or by 
compressed air, to drill a hole 3 inches in diameter 8 feet per 
hour. One man operating that drill can do the work that it 
required three men to perform in the same time only a few 
years ago. The wonderful efficien~y of this drill enables the 
sinking of a hole perpendicularly a distance of 25 feet. In one 
engineering authority I find it stated that in firing a single 
blast in quarrying granite IO,<JOO tons of granite were freed and 
made ready for loading-a sufficient quantity in bulk and 
weight to load a freight train 3 miles long. 

1\Ir. DILLINGHA..\I. Will the Senator from Wisconsin tell 
us where that was done! 

Mr. LA FOLLETI'E. That was done in the granite quarries 
of Scotland. 

Mr. DILLINGHAl\l. We never do that in America .• 
l\Ir. LA FOLLE'rTE. The Scotch quarries are equipped, ac

cording to this authority, with precisely the same machinery 
that the Senator will find in the quarries in his State nnd that 
are to be found in the granite quarries of Wiscon in. 

Of course, that quantity of granite would ha'\'e to be sub
divided, but these modern appliances for blocking this granite 
are equally improYed, and increase the output enormously over 
the appliances used only a few yen.rs ago. Therefore, Mr. 
President, the difference in the wage scale is not so material a 
factor in the production of granite as it was a few years ago. 

l\1r. PAGE. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDE1\n:l'. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 

yield to the Senator from Vermont? 
Mr. LA FOLLETrE. I yield. 
J\Ir. PAGE. I should like to ask the Senator from Wisconsin 

if he regards the repm_·t of the census as correct? I believe 
that report says that the l:>ercentag~ of cost of granite is 80 
for labor. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Well, Mr. President, I do n-0t belieYe 
that statement means the wage cost .in a unit of production. I 
have no doubt that that term as used in the census report 
refers to the conversion cost. It is inconceivable that it should 



1913. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. 2H87 
be the wage cost. Why, the wage cost in the production of 
woolen cloth, going through some nine different processes in 
converting the raw material to the finished product, is, as I 
recall, from 20 to 45 per cent. It is preposterous to suggest, 
as it seems to me, that the labor cost of quarrying granite and 
preparing it for market, drilling and blasting and polishing, 
which is done largely with labor-saving machinery, is 80 per 
cent of the total value of the product. 

Mr. PAGE. Will the Senator from Wi cousin allow me to 
interrupt him further? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Certainly. . 
Mr. PAGE. I presume the Senator from Wisconsin is cor

rect in saying that the 80 per cent covers the labor after the 
blast has thrown out from the side of the quarry the great 
blocks of granite. I imagine the 80 per cent covers the sawing, 
which is done largely, though perhaps not altogether, by 
machinery, and the polishing, which is done by machinery. 
.As the Senator says, the conversion is really pretty much all 
there is to the work on granite. The work of drilling and get
ting it out from the side of the mountain is comparatively 
cheap; but it is true, I think, that the cost of labor which enters 
into granite-into the finished monument-is about 80 per cent 
of the entire cost after the granite bas been drilled and bus 
been blasted -0ut of the quarry. 

Mr. L.A. FOLLETTE. I am -very certain, Mr. President, that 
the Senator from Vermont is mistaken if he means by the labor 
cost the wage cost-the sum paid to labor for converting a ton 
of granite from the raw material as it lies in the ground to the 
finished product ready for shipment. 

l\Ir. P.A.GE. I have no means of verifying the figures that are 
given in the census report. It may be, as the Senator from 
Wisconsin says, that they include the expense of power. 

1\Ir. LA FOLLET'I'E. Oh, yes; it includes all overhead 
charges; it includes depreciation; it includes the interest on 
the investment; it includes everything that goes into the con
version cost. 

Mr. PAGE. I do not know that that is a correct statement as 
to the cost of manufacture. The cost of manufacture, so far 
as we know, is very largely labor after the granite has been 
thrown out by the blast. 

.Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The Senator has now furnished the 
definition, 01·, in other words, he has now correctly quoted the 
census report, which gives us exactly the definition for which I 
am contending-that is, the total manufacturing cost-that is, 
the total cost of conversion. 

I am not surprised, Mr. President, that there is such a 
dearth of information before the Senate upon this, as there is 
upon so many of the other items in this tariff bill. The only 
firm that responded to the questions that were sent out to those 
protesting against a change in tariff rates, in so far as shown 
by the printed report of the committee, is the Granite l\fanu
facturers' .Association of Quincy, l\Ia s. It is surprising to 
read the answers which that association makes, through its 
secretary, to the questions propounded by the committee, the 
Finance Committee questions being 29 in number. I will only 
detain the Senate to merely read the answer to one question. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Would the Senator from Wisconsin tell 
us the date when those questions were sent out? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The letter of the chairman of the 
Committee on Finance [Mr. SIMMONS], transmitting these 
questions, is printed in the document I hold in my hand and 
1s dated May 24, while the answer is dated June 2. 

l\fr. DILLINGHAM. What is the answer? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The Senator will find it, if he has the 

(locument, on page 44. 
Mr. DILLINGHAM. Did the Senator from Wisconsin state 

:what company had made the answer? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The Manufacturers' Association of 

~uincy, Mass. 
Mr. DILLINGHAM. If the Senator from Wisconsin will look 

at another document he wi11 see that this company addressed 
the committee as early as May 13, before the questions were 
sent out. They wrote to the committee. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. That is a report which was submitted 
before that? 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Yes. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. But, as I understand it, they were also 

sent these questions-
Mr. DILLINGHAM. I am not disputing with the Senator 

from Wisconsin about the matter. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Because I am informed that the com

mittee submitted these questions to every manufacturer or pro
ducer in this country who had filed a brief or filed any protest 
:with the committee. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM. Perhaps I misapprehended the point the 
.Senator from Wisconsin was making. As I understood the 

Senator, the point was that these companies did not wake up 
to the importance of this matte1· until after they received those 
questions. As a matter of fact, this company woke up to their 
importance as soon as they found that these New York firms 
had appeared asking for the reduction. 

Mr. L.A. FOLLETTE. I was not making that point at all. 
I will read but one question and answer, l\fr. President, from 
the reply made by the Granite Manufacturers' .Association of 
Quincy, and printed on page 44 of the document. The question 
submitted referred to the percentage of labor cost to the total 
cost of a unit of product in this country. That question wall 
presented in one or two different forms, and could not have 
escaped the attention of anyone to whom it was sent. .Anyone 
will search in vain in the answers made to these questions for 
any informing answer to those questions. Questions 24 and 25 
are as follows: 

24. What is the total cost of production per unit of the same prod
ucts as yours in competing countries? In answering this question giv~ 
the exact source of your knowledge or information. 

25. What is the percentage of labor cost to the total cost of a unit 
of product in competing countries? In answering this question, give 
exact source of your knowledge or information, stating the countl'ies 
separately. 

The answer given by the association to which I have referred 
in response to these two questions combined is this : 

Nos. 24 and 25. We can only answer this by stating tbat the mini
mum wage for our granite cutters is $3.25 per day of eight hours, and 
the wage in Scotland is $1.35 per day of nine hours. Our information 
is obtained from members who keep in touch with affairs at their 
former homes. 

It will be observed that they do not state that the wage o~ 
$1.35 in Scotland is for the same class of employment as the 
minimum wage of $3.25 which they pay. 

Mr. GALLINGER. But, Mr. President, if the Senator will 
permit me-

1\Ir. LA FOLLETTE. Certainly. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Is it not reasonable to assume that it is? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do not think that it is reasonable to 

assume that such an answer is an entirely candid and frank 
answer to those questions when you take into account not only, 
those two questions but the ful'the1· questions likewise submitted 
to them: 

What is the total cost of production per unit of product in this 
country? 

What is the total cost of production per unit of product in competing 
countries? 

What is the percentage of the labor cost to the total cost of a uni1; 
of product in this country? 

What is the percentage of the labor cost to the total cost of a unit 
of product in competing foreign countries? 

l\f r. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, he musfi 
remember that those are pretty technical questions to address 
to a man who is engaged in the granite industry. In my own 
city we have a great many Englishmen engaged in the granite 
industry, and they tell us frankly what the difference is be
tween the wages pnid in Concord, N. H., and in Scotland, and ]# 
apprehend that they mean the same class of work. I neve:c 
questioned it. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I would suggest to Senators interested 
in ascertaining the relative cost of production in this and in 
competing countries that an examin.ation of the answers to the 
questions sent out, made by the few who responded at all, fails 
to furnish very much specific information on the subject. This 
would indicate that it was a subject that did not trouble them 
sufficiently to lead them to inform themselves upon it, or el~ 
it tends to show a want of the utmost frankness on the part 
of a very large proportion of those who responded at all. 

l\!r. President., I believe in an int~lligent application of th~ 
production-cost theory to tariff making, and I shall have som~ 
thing further to say on that later. I do not believe that it is a: 
magic formula, but I shall contend-and I think ean success-i 
fully maintain the contention-that without it you have no 
guide whatever for the making of any sort of a tariff, whethet\ 
it be a tariff for revenue or a competitive tariff, or a reasonabl.1J 
protective tariff. I believe-

1\Ir. GALLINGER. Mr. President-- l 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Just a moment, if the Senator plea~. 

I believe that on a product of this character, with a minimum 
of the conversion cost being really wage cost or labor cost_ 
we are reasonably safe if we fix duties at a It>w rate. 

We have, in the State of Wisconsin, a considerable produc·~ 
tlon of granite; we have a very extensive field of it of a verYJ 
fine quality. I have not received-and I had my file.a consulted 
only yesterday-any protest from those engaged in that busineSEJ 
in Wisconsin. I have been somewhat surprised to find tha~ 
there is only one-possibly two--protesting manufacturers or 
producers of granite in all o:f the hearings before the Ways 
and Means Committee of the House and the Finance Committee 
of _the Senate, For that reason I shall feel constrained to yote 
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ngainst tlle amenLlrnent increasing the rate fixed in the pending 
L>ill. upon wllicll the roll call has been ordered. 

lllr. GALLINGER. Before the Senator takes his seat I might 
say that I Yoted with great avidity for the questions which the 
Senator formulated aud presented to .tlie Senate; but I thought 
then, as I thiuk now-and I apprehend the Senator will agree 
with rue-that to reacll the difference in labor cost we will have 
to get some different machinery than simply addressing an 
indh·idual manufacturet·; in other words, we shall have to 
ham a commission who will give their time to it and who will 
be able to investigate that matter personally, or through agents 
in foreign countries as well as in this counh·y, which an indi
Tidm1 I uumufacturer can not do. 

I can see tlle great difficulty that those men had, many of 
them uutraiued in anything but their own industry, in trying 
to gire categorical answers that would satisfy so technical a 
mind as that of the Senator from Wisconsin; but I can not 
belie,·e that they personally made answers to mislead the com
mittee or the Senate. 

In reference to this particular matter of the granite industry, 
I cnn readily understand, taking the manufacturers in my own 
ton'll, tllat those technical questions would stagger them Tery 
much. They might sit up t\Yo or three nights in endea \Oring to 
formulate an answer that would not at all be acceptable to the 
.Senator or to a committee or to the Senate itself. They might 
do tlle "Very best they could, >ery much like a man in the counh·y 
wllo gets a letter from the Senator may sit up a night or two 
tr.riug to formulate an answer. He does the best he can, but 
tlle letter is not \ery well expressed when he gets through 
with it. 

Mr. SHIVELY. Mr. President--
Tile VICE PUESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 

'.\'ield to the Senato1· from Indiana? 
• Mr. L_j,_ FOLLETI"E. If the Senator will permit me to reply 
first to the Senator from New Hampshire, I will then yield to 
him with pleasure. 

Mr. President, I did not offer the questions which were sub
mitted as an amendment to a motion to refer this bill to the 
Committee on Finance with any suggestion or thought in my 
mind that the answers to those questions would enable us to 
dispense with a tariff commission. I believe, sir, in the estab
lishment and m::tintenance of such a commission, a commis
sion composed of experts, a commission of nonpartisan char
acter; but I do not agree with the Senator that there is any 
lmsiness of Yery great importance conducted in this country 
that can not make intelligent answer to every one of the 16 ques
tions which I submitted, in spite of the fact that there were but 
few responses to the questions sent out, which numbered some
thing like 2,500. if I remember correctly. 

l\Ir. Sll\ll\IONS. Over 2,000, I think 
l\lr. LA. FOLLETTE. I was informed that something o\er 

2,500 were sent out. 
1Hr. Slllll\10.KS. Probably that is correct. 
Mr. LA. FOLLETTE. And the answers, I think, returned, 

numbered only some sixty-odd. 
1\Ir. SIMMONS. There were 66 answers upon 32 subjects. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I now yield to the Senator from In

dia ua. 
hlr. SHIVELY. Mr. President, touching the answers made 

to tlle particular inquiries addressed to the Massachusetts 
Granite Manufacturers' Association, I can easily see that it 
might be ilifticult for the ordinary man to ascertain precisely 
tlle percentnge of la!Jor cost per unit of product in foreign 
l'actories. He might have some difficulty in that respect; but 
tlid this as ociation answer as to the percentage of labor cost 
per nuit of product in this cotinh·y? 

Mr.' LA FOLLETTE. It did not, even as to its own busi
nes ._ I will say to my friend from Indiana that I have little 
doub t that most concerns of importance in this country will be 
found to be pretty well iuformeu upon the subject of cost of pro
duction. They know to the fraction of a cent the labor cost of 
production iu eYery uuil of their own product. It is not an 
absolute antl c·outinning tiling: it will change with the seasons 
and ·:rrom tirn to ltwe: -it will -rary; but they know very 
detiuitely nt tlle end of tlle year the cost in every unit of 
product turned out, nncl if they lJa ,-e been at all apprehensive 
of COlll)lC'tition froru a!Jrond they WlU be found to be pretty well 
informed as to the conditions of the principal competing iu
dustries in tlle pr1ucitinl competing com1tries. 

Tllose tl.wt ai·e very large institutions ha>e agents abroad 
all the while obse1·viug, inquiring, investigating,- and keeping 
close wntch upon the industries, in ·order to avail themselves 
of ouy improvement thaf: may be made there over the opera
ti91;s in this- colintt·y, or anything in their · systems -which -in 
nny ·way ca~ affect the fnterests here. 

Ur. PAGE and JUr. JA)IES addressed the Chair. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 

yield to the Senator from Vermont? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do. 
l\fr. PAGE. l\Ir. President, the Senator lives in a State where 

the tanning industry is Yery large, and I presume he is cogni
zant of the fact-for I tllink it is a fact-that t he chemical 
used in tanning which are lJrought from Germany are delivered 
at Milwaukee at a rate of freight not higher than the freight 
rate from tlle Atlantic sealJoard to Milwaukee. Is the Senn.tor 
aware of that fact? 

1\fr. LA FOLLETTE. I was not aware of that particular 
fact until the Senator stated it; but I do know that combina
tion rates are Yery common and tllat the foreign producer is 
giYen that advantage over the domestic producer, which in many 
instances is an element that must be reckoned with. 

Mr. PAGE. l\Ir. President, has the Senator any doubt in his 
own mind that if the duties are reduced from 50 per cent to 25 
per cent on imported monuments and other manufactures of 
stone it will materially increase the importations? 

l\fr. LA FOLLETTE. I do not belieye it will harmfully in
crease the importations. I believe the duty will be at about 
the line which will measure the difference in the cost of produc
tion. I am not absolutely certain of that because of the dearth 
of data; but I purpose in Yoting for duties to vote with the best 
light I am able to get on each item, with a view, if I can, of 
reaching that measure of duty which will cover the difference. 
in the cost of production. · 

Mr. PAGE. · But is 1t not true, :llr. President, that in making 
these computations the Ways and Means Committee of the 

.House and tlle Finance Committee of the Senate were always 
keeping in mind the barrier of extra freight, and did not that 
enter into their consideration Tery much in deciding on these 
rates of duty? · 

1\lr. LA FOLLETTE. I am bouncl to say that where freight 
rates afford more protection than duties which in themselves 
are almost prohibitory, they ought to be taken into account. 
Otherwise, in a combination between the transportation com
panies and the beneficiaries of high protective duties, the people 
of this country would be wholly at the mercy of that combina
tion and could be charged double and treble prices. 

l\Ir. PAGE. If the Senator will allow me, when this ques
tion of the duty upon granite was ta.ken up I went to my gran
ite friends in the quarries of my home locality and asked them 
where they thought the strongest, keenest, most dangerous com
petition would be found. 

I do not think the conditions in the Hardwick and Woodbury 
quarries are exactly like the conditions in the Barre quarrie.s, 
because the Barre quarries are very largely producers of monu
mental granite, while the quarries of Woodbury and Hardwick 
produce a great deal of building stone. 

I want to say that those men were eminently fair. They 
said to me in 1909: "We are Republicans. The Republicans 
have promised to reduce duties and we want the granite pro
ducers to stand their share of reduction. We do not object 
to a fair reduction in the tariff; but you ask us what we are 
apprehensive of, and we simply say that if there ever comes a 
time when we are not all doing all we can the first trouble 
will be with the Canadian producer." 

As I remarked the other day, the stratum of granite in Ver
mont e.c""Ctends through into Canada, and there is quite a large 
concern at Beebe Plains, to which I referred yesterday. I do 
not know how extensive it is, but I am told it is quite extensiYe. 
I want to say to the Senator that Beeb~ Plains, H::irdwick, 
Woodbury, and Barre are all situated on the Boston & l\Inina 
railway system and the freights from nll those points nre sub
stantially identical. He::ice the [Jrotection which would be 
given in the matter of freight to the Hardwick nnd Woodbury 
producers, and other producers at that point of the graniteJ 
producing section, would not amount to anything. becnnse the 
rates are the same. I think that fact sl10ulcl be taken ipto 
account in considering the duty that ought to be placed upon 
this commodity. 

If it is true that they have at Beebe Plnins the s:1rnc qn31ity 
of granite, and if it is true that they ba ,.e a large and w·c ir 
capitalized manufacturing concern, and if it is t·-r: ~-:: s :!. nm 
informed, I think, ·correctly-that . _e q~~:r:.·y l ;·~er3 L!._~re l'm 
ploy nonunion help at $~.'?u per <l~r of :1in" bul'.!'::-l ns :1~a1n ~ t a. 
mininmrn of, I think, $3.25 paiLl iu this cour.t :·.r. tb ~ qu-=·tinn of 
labor cost of course comes in. In :id<.litiuu to til;:i. wui.'l'O tbey 
work their shops witll nonunion rueu tlley are ::;.blc -o be mvre 
exacting than are the quarries in this country, where tlie wo1·k~ 
ing conditions are prescribed by orgaLbrn.tio1:s. I mentiolled. 
yesterday the fact that in Canada, where a workman iujures a 
piece· of granite, it is charged ·to h:s account. That can :.10t be 
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done on this side. T~e union men would not suffer it. They 
think it is not right. The Canadian employers, llowever, are 
able to exact that as well as a greater number of hours of work 
per day. 

It is true that, as far as some parts of Ve1·~ont are concerned, 
we make a superior kind of granite. I think the Bethel white, 
as it is called, has no counterpart in this country. I am told 
there is something that approaches it, but noth:Ug that equals it. 
If any of you will take the trouble to look at the new post~office 
building you will see that it is almost of the "'.hiteness of 
marble. Those people who produce this high quality of granite 
are protected by the product itself, so that they have nothing to 
fear, as there is no foreign granite that is equal to it. 

These men have all hrough the year, and year after year, all 
the work they can do; and they have not been so solicitous in 
regard to the tariff as the men who have been confronting dif
ferent conditions. But the moment you bring the matter to 
their attention they take their figures and begin to compare 
what they have to meet in Canada with what they have to meet 
here ; and I believe they are sincere in saying that the labor 
cost there is -rery much less than here. 

By the way, I want to correct myself in regard to labor cost. 
The junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. JAMES] has kindly 
informed me that the labor cost is practically S6 per cent. The 
Senator from Wisconsin was correct in saying that the total 
cost of conversion or manufacture is 80 per cent. 

Another point I want to bring to the attention of the Senate 
is that in · C::w.ada they work extra hours without extra pay. 
On this side our granite workers are able to exact one and a 
quarter pay for every hour worked over the eight-hour period. 
The men go into the quarries at 7 o'clock in the morning and 
work until 12; then they commence again at 1 and work until 4. 
You will often see them in our granite producing towns come 
from wo1·k at 4 o'clock in the afternoon. 

I want to say further, l\fr. President, that this is an industry 
of which we ought all to be proud. The men engaged in it are 
thrifty, intelligent, and, many of them, educated men. They are 
men· who Jive well and dress respectably, and I believe our friends 
on the other side of the Chamber who have this particular part 
of the bill in charge will make a great mistake in reducing the 
tariff from 10 cents a foot to 3 cents a foot on unmanufactured 
granite and from 50 to 25 per cent -0n manufactured granite. 
I ,do not believe it is right. · I think it is an attack upon a 
leading Vermont industry more severe than has been made upon 
any other leading industry in th~ country. 

1 want now to revert to what has been gh·en as one of the 
fundamentals of the new tariff, and that is that there should be 
competitive conditions and strong competition. I am connected 
in a business way with these granite men, and I know that 
there is nothing in this country that is more competitive than 
the granite bu iness. Aside from one or two larg1:l concerns in 
Hardwick and Woodbury, the whole business is in the hands of 
little men who have come up from the quarries. They finally 

· find themselves able to hire a little shop; they employ 10 or 20 
or 30 men, and then they reach out all over the country for 
business. I presume there are not only hundreds but perhaps 
thousands of concerns, nearly all small ones, bidding for busi
ne in a way that makes it so thoroughly competitive that they 
lla\e to be pretty thrifty in order to make any more than a fair 
daily wage. 

I wish the Senator from Missouri could say that in his heart 
of hearts he does not believe this reduction is right, and 
change it, although I am frank to say that my faith is hardly 
up to the scriptural " grain of mustard seed" in regard to the 
mutter, and so believing I will not take up the time of the 

- Senate further in discussing this section of the bill. 
Mr. GALLINGER. l\fr. President, this is an interesting dis-

. cussiou, and it opens up some new questions. I wish to ask a 
question of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FOLLETTE], and 
then I shall be through. 
, In answer to a question propcunded by the Senator from Ver
mont [.Mr. :PAGE] as to whether the Senator did not believe this 
reduction would increase importations, the Senator from Wis
consin said thn.t in his judgment it would not to any appreciable 
extent. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Not to any VN'Y considerable extent. 
Mr. GALLINGER. If it does not, what good is it going to 

· do? It is going to reduce the reyenue that our Democratic 
friends are searching for so assiduously and it is not going to 
affect the business, so what good will the reduction do unless it 

· does to ·a very considerable extent increase the importations? 
And if it does largely increase the importations, of course it 
does that relatiYe amount of injury to the domestic industry 
and to the men who are engaged in quarrying and manufac
turing the granite. 

Mr. LA FOLLET'I'E. · Mr. President, if I was understood to· 
say, or if I said or left the impression upon the Senate, that I 
did not think it would be felt in importations, I was misunder
stood or did not state myself as I should. I am des.irons of see
ing the duty so framed that unreasonable prices, when charged 
in this country, will lead to importations. I think the present 
prices in this country on many of the necessaries are unreason
able. I am going into that subject more fuHy at a later period 
in the consideration of the bill and shall not take the time of the 
Senate to do so now. · 

I am obliged, as every Senator here is obliged, to vote UJ>Oil 
these various propositions without complete information. I 
wish we had more. But I am going to follow the best light 1! 
can find, and at any moment during the consideration of the 
bill when it shall be made reasonably plain . to me that I have 
erred in voting for too low a duty or for too high a duty Ji 
shall hasten to correct any error or mistnke I may thus make. 
But for the present I am convinced that the duties fixed in this 
bill are reasonably protective to the particular industry under 
consideration, and therefore I shall not vote to increase them 
above the a.mounts named in the bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire simply to add that unless the 
reduction in the duties on granite results in increased importa
tions it will be about ::i.s idle a piece of legislation as could 
be conceived of, because it will reduce the revenue on what 
little is now imported, and it will do no good whatever so far 
as fixing prices is concerned. I believe it will largely increase 
the importations from Scotland, from Quebec, and from Nova 
Scotia. Believing that, I repeat my regret that there is little 
hope of securing agreement to the very generous reduction that 
I suggested in my amendment; and I doubly regret that the 
Senator from Wisconsin can not see his way clear to vote for 
that amendment. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, right upon that point, I 
regretted not being able to furnish the Senate some information 
with respect to the prices of granite of different dimensions for 
monumental purposes and the variation of· those p1ices coYer
ing a period of years. I can only state my impression, but r. 
a.m very confident, from having been obliged to ascertain as to 
the prices of monumental work of modest pattern, that notwith
standing the wonderful development in the methods of produc
tion that have taken place in recent years the prices of all 
monumental work have increased very rapidly in the last 10 
or 15 or 20 years. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, I should like to understand a 
little better the position of the Senator from Wisconsin. The 
Senator referred to labor-saving machinery that is used in this 
kind of work at the present time. Does he find that there is 
any difference between this country and foreign countries in 
that respect, as far as granite is concerned? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do not, Mr. President. 
.Mr. WORKS. . Then I presume that has nothing to do wiili 

the question of the rates to be fixed as between the two 
countries. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I can not agree at all with that stat~ 
ment of the question. That is, I think the element of protection 
which the labor of this country has heretofo1-e required is re
duced as machinery takes the place of men in produ~tion. 

· J\Ir. WORKS. Then it is Qnly a quesuon as · to the percentage 
of actual labor used in the production of the article? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Whatever may be the controlling idea' 
with others, with me the difference in the labor cost will be the 
principal element that will influence my yote in the matter o:t; 
duties. 

·Mr. WORKS. Yes~ and in this case, according to . the Sena .. 
tor, the labor employed is practically the same in foreign coun-< 
tries .and in this country. . 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. · I do not say anything of the sort. ]} 
say that the same kind of machinery is operated in the Scotch 
quarries that is operated in ·the granite quarries of this country. 
The operation of that machinery has. brought into employment 
about the ·same number of men .in the quarries. turniug out the 
same quantity of product; but the number of men has been con· 
stantly diminishing with the increase :i-n ihe use of machinery, 1 
so that the wage element or labor cost per unit of producti-0n 
cost is a very much less important matter than when wages 
constituted so much of the entire.:cost of production. 

Mr. WORKS. The Senator has brought another element into 
this discussion that js quite important. from my point of view, 
and that is the question of the effect of freight rates. Upon 
an :unendment offered by me a few ·days ·ago, based partly upon 
the larger freight rates which our own people were pompelled to 
pay, it was maintained on . the floor of the Senate that freight 
rates ought not to be consid:ered at all in determining what the 

,. 
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.tariff i·ute sl10ulu· be. Does tlie Senato.r agree with that doc
trine? 

l\lr. LA. FOLLETT:Ul l\fr. Prnsident, that take us into quite 
another subject, and a vet·y important one. I think . it would 
be nece~sury for us to determine whether· that freight rate is a 
reasonable freight rate. Yet I concede that it is a question of 
very vital importance to au industry remote from market, and 
in some cases I might give considerable weight to it. I do not 
want to see our industries destroyed. In view of the fact, how
ever, tbat we correct our tnriff at such infrequent periods, I 
should be reluctant to vote for the continuance of duties which, 
accordiug to the best information we could get, were at the top 
notch, because the prolluct is at the present time subject to an 
excessiYe freight rate. It seems to me that we must take into 
account the fact that there is constantly going on in this country 
important work in the direction of a better regulation of our 
transportation systems. I am hopeful that within a -very few 
years, when we have acquired all the informat:.on necessary and 
when Congress has become as responsive as I hope to see it 
ultimately, we may reach a time when we can enforce reason
able tran portation charges in this country. I hope that time 
will come within the next three or four years. 

Mr. WORKS. I asked the question because the Senator from 
Wisconsin proposes in this instance, where the freight rate is 
against the foreign producer, to use that as a reason for not 
increasing the tariff. 

l\lr. LA FOLLETTE. The Senator does not quote me cor
rectly. I know he does not intend to misquote me. I stated 

. the amount of the freight rate, and stated that it was an addi
tional and excessive protection. I think the rate fixed· in the 

, bill, without taking into consideration the freight rate from 
Scotland to New Yor~, is a protective rate upon rough granite. 

Mr. WORKS. I so understood the Senator from Wisconsin. 
I think I did not misunderstand him. It seems to me it is en
tirely inconsistent that this rule should not work both ways. 

l\lr. NELSON. Mi·. President, will the Senator from Cali
fornia yield to me .at this point? 

J. Mr. WORKS. Certainly. 
Mr. NELSON". I think the competition we haT"e to encounter 

_ is not from Scotland; it is right across the line in Canada. 
There is no end. of granite tltere, and in the nature of the case 
the transportation will cut but a limited figure. Take it over 
in Ontario; take it in Winnipeg and Owen Sound in Canada. 
There is enough granite there to answer every purpose in this 
country right on our borders; and it is that competition rather 
than the competition of Scotland that we have to fear, if any 
at all. 

l\Ir, WORKS. I was referring to it more as a matter of 
principle than anything else, because it is going to be or may be 
a very important matter in determining the rate that is to be 
allowed · upon other commodities produced in this country. I 
merely wanted to get at the exact view of the Senator from 
Wisconsin upon that subject, because, unless he is ready to 
admit that the difference in freight rates should be taken into 
account in determining the rate of the tariff where the disad-

. vantage is with us, it seems to me inconsistent to use it as he 
has done in this instance. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, in the light of this debate 
it might seem that we have exhausted all the phases of the 
granite question. But I find in the Tariff Handbook a state
ment which seems to me somewhat curious, and I should like 
to put a question about it to the chairman of the committee 
or whoever may be in charge of this· particular branch of 
the bill. 

It is recited in the handbook that the importations in 1912 
brought a revenue of $7,499, and that the average unit of -value 
was 41! cents. The estimate for a 12-month period under the . 
pending bill is for a revenue of $3,000 a year, and the average 
unit is estimated at 44 cents. So it would seem, under the 
reduction which is proposed to be made from 10 cents to 3 cents 
per cubic foot, that the average unit of value will increase from 
41! cents to 44 cents per foot, and the revenues derived there
from wiU be considerably reduced-more than one-half. I wish 
to ask how those figures were arrived at, and how it was 
discovered that the reduction in the duty will result in an 
increase of the average unit of value? Can the Senator from 
Missouri tell me? 

:Mr. STONE. I did not understand the Senator, Mr. Presi
dent. The Senator spoke in such a low tone of voice that it 
did not reach this side. Do I understand him to ask how it 
happened that the House has reduced the tariff from 50 to 25 per 
cent, and bas reckoned that the duties collected will be decreased 
about one-half? . 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. •No; that was not the question I pr~
pounded. The question I asked was how it happens, wl!Y. 3: 

reduction of tile duty; u11911 this article from 10 cents to 3 cents 
per foot, that that will re~· uJ t in nn iuci·ea e of ti.le p1·ice of the 
article from 41! cents per foot to 44 cents per foot? 

Mr. SHIMO~ ' . If tlte Senator from l\lissouri will allow 
rue, I do not know that I am able to .tell· the Senator offhand 
the way in which the estimate i made; bu.t. it is my impression 
that in est~IBnting . the 1 u.nit Yalue the. ex11ert takes the unit 
of value for several years, and in that way aniT"es at the 
average unit of value . . The Senator will see that the unit of 
value for 1912 is 41.5 cents, as he has stated. For 1910 it was 
49.8. cents. It is probable, and I think it is true, that in esti· 
mating the unit value here the expert took the three preceding 
years, and got tlte average value from that. 

.l\lr. SUTHEilLAl~.Q. That would hardly be correct, because 
in 1905 the -ralue was 35.8 cents. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I did not mean to s~y that the expert took 
1905; I said "the three preceding years." In this bill there 
are given the figures for 1912 and 1910, but not the figures for 
1911. I think he has taken the three preceding years as be· 
ing probably the best index of values. 

I wish the Senator to understand that I am not stating that 
with certainty, but I am under that impres ion. I will try 
to ascertain how that is, and enlighten the Senator a little bit 
later; but I think that is the methocl that has been pursued 
in making the estimate. · 

l\Ir. SUTHERLAND. The fact still remains that the unit 
of value in 1912, which consisted of 12 months, being the usual 
number, was 41.5 per cubic foot. 

Iilr. Sil\Il\IONS. Yes. . 
l\ir. SUTHERLAND. For the next year it is estimated that 

it will be lifted to 44 cents per cubic foot as a result of de
creasing the duty more than one-h:ilf. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator will also see that the unit of 
value for 1910 was 49.8. So if you take those two years, 
49.8 for 1910 and 41.5 for 1912, and add them together you 
would have an average of about 44 cents. · 

Mr. OLIVER. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah yielu 

to the Senator froni Pennsylvania? . · 
Mr. SUTHERLAl~D. Certainly. 
Mr. OLIVER. I understand that value per unit is the for· 

eign price. Am I not correct in that? 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. I understand that. 
Mr. OLIVER. I think it is easily explained how it will be 

advanced. I presume that the committee estimates that the 
foreign manufacture·r, by reason of the reduction of duties and· 
the elimination of American competition, will be enabled to 
advance the price. It is easy of explanation. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I do not think that e~er entered the head of 
anybody except the Senator from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SUTHERLAl\TD. Whatever may be the explanation of 
it, it seems to me rather absurd for us to reduce a duty upon 
an article if the result of the reduction is simply going to be to 
increase the price of the article on which we reduce the duty. 
I understand the principal object of the bill, as annotmced by 
the Democratic majority, is to produce revenue and also to 
decrease prices. Now, if it has exactly the opposite effect 
from what its proponents announce and desire, it does not seem 
to me that there is a great deal of sense in reducing the duty. 

Mr. Slltll\10NS. The Senator overlooks the fact that if 
there is a greater importation from abroad it will act as a 
regulator of prices in th.is country. 

Mr. SUTHERLAl\TD. I imagine the Senator or whoever was 
responsible for the estimates must haT"e known what hn was 
about. It is estimated that the quantity will be increased only 
about one-fourth, namely, from substantially 75,000 to 100,000 
cubic feet. That will result in a decrease of duties of con
siderably more than one-half, namely, from the present amount 
of $7,499 to $3,000 per annum. 

Mr. · SIMM OKS. The Senator is talking about the reduction 
of the unmanufactured. It is estimated that as a result of 
that reduction there will be an increase in importations from 
$31,000 to $44,000. Of course we all know, as has been stated 
here repeatedly and as it was stated in the House, that these 
estimates are not to be accepted as importing absolute verity. 
They are simply the result of a calculation. nut the Senator 
will see that of dressed granite the importations last year were 
$145,000, and it is estimated that they ·wm be increased to 
$200,000 as the result of the reduction. 

There may be but little change; there probably would not be 
much change in the foreign price of the product as· a result of 
our tariff legislation. That is not the que tion: The question 
is, What effect will be produced upon the domestic price by an 
Jncreas~ of _importations?. What will be ·the difference upon 
the domestic price between a prohibi~ive du~y .. upon, i\np9rta-
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tions and a duty which i~ competitive and "ill a11ow the for
eign product to come in when the domestic product is main
taiued at too high a level? 

1\lr. PAGE. l\Ir. President, I should like to call the attention 
of the Senator from Utah to tlie fact that under the _estimate 
of tll.e committee the duty to be receirnd under the bill before 
us will be $50,000, as against $72,905 in 1912. In other words, 
the bill is not a success as a re,·enue producer. Its only suc
ce , as far as I can see, will be in throwing out of employm_ent 
some of our Yermont labor. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Thnt is quite in harmony with the 
other sectious. The policy of it seems to be to decrease the 
re\enue and increase the price of the article. 

l\Ir. PAGE. This matter of the average unit is very unreli
able for consideration anyway. It depends Yery largely on 
where the granite comes from. There is a great deal of granite 
in this country, like the "Bethel white," probably worth a 
dol1ar a cubic· foot. On the other band, the ordinary chea{l 
gray granite is probably worth in the vicinity of 50 cent~ n 
cubic foot. The foreign price as given here is 41.5, agarnst 
;t8.8 in 1910. That difference is very likely because the granite 
in 1910 came quite largely from Scotland, while the importa
tions in 1912-I do not state it as a fa.ct, but as a probability
were, I presume, more from Canada, where they hu\e a cheaper 
kincl of granite. 

l\Ir. GALLI:XGEil. The yeas and nays have been ordered on 
the amendment. 

The VIOE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll 
on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from New Hamp
shire [l\Ir. GALLINGER]. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
.!Ur. JMIES (when Mr . . BRADLEY'S name was called). I wish 

to make the announcement that my colleague [Mr. BRADLEY] 
is unavoidably absent and is paired with tlle junior Senator 
from Indiana [.Mr. KERN]. 

l\Ir.• CHILTON (when his name wns called). I ha ye a gen
eral pair witlI the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. JACK
SON] and withhold my vote . 

.l\lr. SHEPPARD (when 1\fr. CULBERSO ~•s name was called). 
My colleague [Mr. CULBERSON] is unayoidably absent. Ile is 
paired with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. DU PONT). 

1\fr. GALLINGER (when his name was called). I have a 
general pair with the junior Sena.tor from New York [Mr. 
O'GoR::ll.A.N], who is absent. I transfer that pair to the junior 
Senator from Maine [l\Ir. BURLEIGH] and vote "yea." 

.l\lr. THORNTON (when l\fr. O'GoRM.A.N's name was called). I 
wish to announce the necessary absence of the junior Senator 
from New York [Mr. O'GoRMAN] and his pair by transfer with 
the Senator from l\faine [Mr. BURLEIGH]. I ask that this an
bouncement may stand for the day. 

lllr. BACON (when the name of l\fr. SMITH of Georgia was 
called). My colleague [Mr. SMITH of Georgia] is necessarily 
absent from the Chamber this afternoon. He is paired with the 
senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. If my col-
league were present, he would vote "nay." . , · 

1\Ir. SUTHERLAND (wllen his name was called) . I observe 
that the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CLARKE] is not present. 
I am paired with that Senator and on that account I withhold 
my Yote. 

Mr. TilO)lAS (when his name was called). I haye a general 
pair with the senior Senator from New York [l\Ir. RooT], and 
I withhold my vote. 
· Tlle roll call was concluded. 

.Mr. KERX I transfer my pair with the Senator from Ken
tucky [Mr. BRADLEY] to the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. 
RANSDELL] and Yote. I vote "nay." 

l\Ir. LEA. I am pa.ired witlI the senior Senator from Rhode 
Island [l\Ir. L1PPITT]. I transfer that pair to the junior Sen
ator from Oklahoma. [l\lr. GORE] and vote. I vote "nay." 

l\Ir. S.\. TLSBUilY. I l.J.ave a pair with the junior Senator 
from Rhode I ·land [l\fr. CoLT]. I transfer that pair to the 
Senator from Oklahoma {1\Ir. OWEN] and vote "nay." 

Mr. JAMES. I h:n·e a. general pait· with the junior Senator 
from l\fns~achnsetts [Mr. WEEKS]. I transfer that pair to the 
junior Sena tor from Neyada [l\Ir. PITTMAN] and vote "nay." 
. l\Ir. SlJTHEULAKD. I will transfer my pair with the Sena
tor from Arkansas [l\lr. CLARKE] to the Senator from Wisconsin 
[.l\lr. STEI'HEr• oN] and vote. I vote "yea." 

Mr. CRILTOX I tl'::m.sfer my pair witll the Senator from 
l\Iaryland [;\lr. JACKSON]- to the senior Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. 1\IA.RTIN) and vote. I vote "nay." 

l\fr. GRO:NNA. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. 
McCuMBER] is necessarily ab:seot on account o~ sickness .iu his 
farnl!y and that he is paired with the -senior Senator. from 
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Nernda [Mr. NEWLA.NDS]. I will let this announcement stand 
for the day. 

l\Ir. LEWIS. I wish to announce that the junior Senator 
from Florida [Mr. BRYAN] is- paired with the . Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. TowNSE1'--i>], and also tha.t the _senior Senator 
from Florida [l\1r. FLETCHER] is paired with the Eenator from 
Wyoming [l\Ir. WARREN]. 

The result was announced-yeas 19, nays 44, as follows: 

Brady 
Brandegee 
Bristow 
Burton 
Clark, Wyo. 

Ashurst 
Bacon 
Borah 
Chamberlain 
Chilton 
Crawford 
Gronna 
Hitchcock 
Hollis 
Hughes 
James 

YE.AS-19. 
Cummins 
Dillingham 
Gallinger 
Jones 
McLean 

Nelson 
Oliver 
rage 
Penrose 
Perkins 

NAI:S-44. 
Johnson, Me. 
Johnston, A.la. 
Kenyon 
Kern 
La Follette 
Lane 
Lea 
Lewis 
Martine, N. J. 
Myers 
Norris 

· Overman 
Pomerene 
Reed 
Robinson 
Saulsbury 
Shafroth 
Shepnard 
Shields 
Shively 
Simmons 
Smith, Ariz. 

NOT VOTING-33. 
Bankhead du Pont l\lartin, Va. 
Bradley Fall Newlands 
Bryan Fletcher O'Gorman 
Burleigh Goff Owen 
Catron · Gore Pittman 
Clapo Jackson Poindexter 
Clarke, Ark. Lippitt Ransdell 
Colt Lodge Root 
Culberson McCnmber Smith, Ga. 

So l\Ir. GALLINGE~'s amendment wns rejected . 

Sherman 
Smoot 
Sutherland 
Works 

Sm.jth, Md. 
Smith, S. C. 
Sterling 
Stone 
Swanson 
Thompson 
Thornton 
Tillman 
Vardaman 
Walsh 
Williams 

Smith. Micli. 
Stephenson 
Thomas 
Townsend 
Warren 
Weeks 

l\Ir. GALLINGER. l\Ir. President. I had intended to offer 
another amendment, which I think I will offer in n modified 
form. I am a l1tt1e curious, but will not pursue it to any extent, 
to understand how it happens that an amendment fu:it I offered 
fixing a duty of 40 per cent got a good many mo1:e :otes than 
a duty fixing 35 per cent, but I presume we are drifting to free 
trade day by day, and -very soon we will be ready to Tote to 
put everything on the free l1st. 

I had intended to offer an amendment fixing the rate at 30 
per cent, but I presume I would not get any yote but my own 
if I should do that. So I shall desist. 

But I do want to call attention to one matter in this item 
that is so palpably unfair that I will risk a Tiva voce vote in 
the hope that a few Senators may be willing to raise their 
voices when they would not record their votes in_fuyor of it. 

On unmanufactured granite, .Mr. President, the WJ.lson tariff 
law-which we allude to sometimes as a free-trade measure-
granted a duty of 21.28 per cent. The Dingley tariff law raised 
it to 35.34 per cent. The Payne law kept if at 20.41. It is pro
posed now to reduce it to 6.82; in other words, to reduce the 
tariff from 10 cents to 3 cents per cubic foot on unmanufa.ctured 
granite. · 

There may be some reason for it, some occult reason that is 
not capable of being understood, and probably any attempted 
expl::ma tion would only increase the uncertainty and darkness 
of the subject. So I · am not going to provoke discussion, but I 
am going to move, l\Ir. President, that the numeral "3" be 
stricken out and "5" inserted, reducing the present <;Iuty 50 
per cent, and I do hope that Senators will in a viva voce vote 
see the justness and fairness of that proposition and amend the 
bill "to that extent . 

The VIGE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 29, line 2. before the word " cents." 

strike out "3" and in Heu thereof insert "· 5,'1 so that it will 
read: 

Unmanufactured, or not dressed, hewn, or polished, 5 cents per cubic 
foot. 

The VIOE PRESIDENT. -The question is on ngreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the S~nator from New Hampshire. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. STOJ\~. - Para~raph 102 was passerl over at the request 

of the Senator from North Dakota [l\Ir. GRoNNA. l . I wonld be 
glad to have it disposed of now . 

1\Ir. GRONNA. I wish to know from the Se~ator wbo has 
the schedule in charge wliy it is neeessary to ba·rn n dnty of 
$1.50 a ton on grindstones. I find thnt n Yery small quantity. 
is being imported. In 1912 there were only G.33il tons. From 
the amount of the importations; the figures would indicate tha~ 
the tariff is now prohibitive. 

l\1r. STONE. Mr. President, the fact is. as stnted by the 
Se.nator, that, I think, something like $000.000 of value of this 
commodity represented the production in-this country as against 
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a very sma.TI importation-about one hundred and twenty thou
sand and odd dollars of importation. 

.Mr. GRONNA. That is what I say, Mr. President. 
Mr. STONE. The Senator from North Dakota is right as to 

that statement. The duty of $1.75 carried in the present law 
was reduced by the other House to $1.50. Whether that re
duction would result in larger importations, and how much 
greater importations, of course is probematical. The reduc
tion, I will say, manifestly is not very large. Does the Senator 
from North Dakota desire that the rate shall go still lower? 

Mr. GRONNA. I should like to see grindstones on the free 
list. They are one of the articles used mainly by the farmers .. 
The farmer's wheat and other products are put on the free list, 
so I do not see why be should be taxed on bis grindstone. It is 
true you have reduced the duty by eighty-eight one-hundredths of 
1 per cent. 

Mr. STONE. The Senator makes an appeal to me that rather 
touches me; I will not say it is wholly convincing. However, I 
do not know but he may be nearer right than wrong. It may 
be that there ought to be a greater reduction on this article. 

l\lr. GR01''NA. I will wait to hear the Senator from UissoUl'i 
give some reason why there should be a duty of $1.50 on grind
stones. Under the present law the duty of $1.75 per ton must 
be prohibitive, for there have been no importations of any con
siderable amount. 

l\fr. STONE. They have not been very large. 
Mr. GRONNA. The duty assessed on the farmers I can not 

figure out from the amount of importation , but the amount the 
farmer will be taxed upon the quantity imported is insignificant, 
only about $7,500; but multiply that by 0, and it amounts to 
quite a considerable sum. I will let the item go by, because I 
do not care to delay the passage of thls bill; but on lime, which 
is a product which is mainly used by the farmer-and lime is 
the poor man's cement-you tax him $7,500,000 a year. Is that 
to compensate him for putting his agricultural products on the 
fr e list? 

Mr. STONE. We will go back to lime in a few moments. I 
suggest that we might dispose of grindstones at present. 

Mr. GRONNA. Very well. 
Mr. STONE. What does the Senator from North Dakota 

wi h with reference to it? 
Mr. GRONNA. I wish grindstones to be put on the free list. 

They are a necessity, viewing the matter from the farmers' 
staudpaint. The smallest farm in the country could not get 
along without a grindstone. 

Mr. STONE. It might be well to put grindstones on the free 
list or to reduce. the duty on them; I do not know. If the Sen
ator wishes to have that paragraph passed over, I have no 
objection; and the committee will consider it. 

l\fr. GALLINGER. Would the Senator from North Dakota 
[l\ir. GRONNA] or the Senator from Missouri [Mr. STONE] kindly 
inform some of us who are in an inquiring frame of mind this 
afternoon just what effect this will have upon the American 
manufacturers? It would be interesting for us to know. Is it 
desirable that the farmer should get a grindstone at a very 
cheap rate and put out of business the manufacturers of grind
stones in this counb·y? 

Mr. GRONNA. Well, Mr. President--
Mr. GALLINGER. That is what we pretty nearly did for 

another industry a moment ago. 
Mr. GRONNA. I admit, Mr. PI·esident, that I voted for it-
1\Ir. STOJ\T]). It is a very small mutter one way or the other 

in the amount involved either in the manufacture or in revenue. 
If the Senator from North Dakota is insistent upon passing over 
the paragraph still further, I have no objection. 

Mr. GRONNA. I should like to have it passed over; but be
fore I take my seat, Mr. President, I wish to state, in reply to 
what has just been said by the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. GALLINGER], that it was simply for the purpose of giving 
the farmer cheap tombstones that I voted for the paragraph as 
it is found in the pending bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, if I could select the vic
tims I might agree with the Senator from North Dakota. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. GRONNA. I ask that the paragraph be passed over. 
Mr. HUGHES. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the r.:enator from Missouri 

yield to the Senator from New Jersey? 
Mr. STONE. I do. 
l\fr. HUGHES. I presume the Senator from North Dakota is 

interested in the small grindstones which are usually used upon 
farms for sharpening agricultural implements. The same situa
tion arises with reference to this item as would arise with ref
eren~ to many others. I presume the consumption of such 
grindstones would be affectecl very sligbtly by anything that was 

done with the rate as proposed to be levied here. The grind
stones that are referred to here are very large stones, 20, 30, and 
40 feet in diameter. Those are the stones that I unde.rstanu are 
largely imported into this country. They are used in file grind
ing, in saw grinding, and in industries of that kind. It is 
doubtful upon the particular g1indstones in whlch the Senator 
from North Dakota is interested if there would be any reduc
tion a.s a result of placing grindstones generally upon the free 
list, and we would lose the eleven or twelve thousand dona.rs 
of revenue on the large grindstones which are annually im ... 
ported into this country for file makers and saw makers. 

Mr. JAMES. But I will suggest to the Senator from Xew. 
Jersey that the Senator from North Dakota made, to my mind, 
a right good Democratic a1·gument. He said that whlle the 
amount of revenue collected would be $11,000, yet the farmers 
of the country would bav.e to pay nine times that much upon the 
theory that the production of this country was nine times as 
much as the importations, and that th~ manufacturers here add 
the amount of the tariff to the co t price to the consumer, whlclr' 
stlikes me with considerable force. 

1\fr. HUGHES. I did not want to interject a political dis
cussion. 

Mr. STONE. The Senator from North Dakota asks to have 
the paragraph passed over, and of course we will have it passed. 

Mr. HUGHES. l\fr. President, I am against tlll"owing away, 
this revenue, and I wanted to stnte my position. A great 
many of these small grindstones are made out of the large 
grindstones that are worn down. There is a very large file 
factory in my State. 

l\lr. SMOOT. The Senator from New Jersey does not claim 
that the importations of grindstones a re of small grindstones? 

Mr. HUGHES. No; of large grindstones. That is what ] 
say. In the effort to give the farmers these small, insignift- , 
cant grindstones free we are throwing away the revenue which · 
we should collect on the great big grindstones whlch are used · 
by the file and saw manufacturers of the country, out of "7hich ~ 
the little grindstones are finally made when the Mg one are 
worn out. I am opposed to throwing away this $11,000 worth 
of revenue, and I wanted to state my position. 

Mr. STONE. Well, Mr. President, the request of the Senator, 
from North Dakota [Mr. GRONNA] is that the pa1·agraph go 
over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The paragraph will be pa ed 
oYer at the request of the Senator from North Dakota [Ur. 
GBONNA]. 

Mr. STONE. · Mr. President, I should like to take up and 
see if we can dispose of paragraph 75, relating to lime, whlch 
was passed over at the request of the Senator from Washing- · 
ton [Mr. JONES]. He has stated that he has no objection to 
taking up the paragraph now. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I offer an amendment to para~ 
graph 75. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 19, paragraph 75, line 6, it is pro- ~ 

posed to strike out all after the word "lime" and insert "17! , 
per cent ad valorem, including the value of the barrel or pack- 1 

age: Provided, That if any adjoining country shall levy and 
1 

collect duties on importations of lime from the United States 
under a rate less than 17! per cent ad valorem the President j 
shall from time to time fix the rate on importations of lime from. . 
such country at the rate charged by such country." l 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I do not understand just whYi 
the rate was fixed in the bill as it is. It could not be for the 
purpose of raising revenue, because the estimate is that it will 
produce less reTenue than is produced under the existing law~ 
It can not be intended as a protective duty, because it is >erYi. 
materially reduced below the pre ent law. The only effect of it 
that I can see is to discriminate against our own lime manufac
turers in favor of the lime manufacturers of Cnnatla. I am 
satisfied the committee did not intend any uch di crimination ; ' 
that it was not done purposeJy; bat it seems to me tlmt will be \ 
the inevitable result and the only effect of this reduction. , 

The tariff under the present law is 5 cents u hund1·ed pounds, / 
including the barrel or package in which the lime js imported. 
That is the same as the duty imposed by the Wilson law. , 
According to the handbook, reduced to an ad valorem equiva
lent, the duty under the Wilson law is 28! pe1· cent; in 1905, 
under the Dingley law, it was equivalent to an ad valorem I 
of 26.28 per· cent; in 1910, unde1· the Payne law, according to I 
the handbook, it was equivalent to an ad valorem of 11.23 per ! 
cent; and in 1912 to 9.17 per cent ' 

I do not understand just how these figures have been ob'.. ; 
tained. In the handbook the average unit of value in 1896 is ,. 
given at .17 cents and a fraction a hundred pounds; then in 190~ 
the unit value is given at 19 cents a hundred pounds. In 1910 
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the unit value is given at 44 cents and a fraction per hundred 
pounds, or more than double what it was in 1905; and in 1912 
the unit value is giYen at 54! cents per hundred pounds, or 
nearly three times what it was in 1905. 

In the statement with reference to the production in this 
country the handbook gives the total production as 3,467,523 
tons, valued at $13 763,604. If you will figure it out on the 
basis of a unit of 100 pounds, that will give a little le s than 20 
cents, or practically the same as the unit value for 1896 and 
1005, or one-half of the unit value given here upon which the ad 
valorem duty is computed. 

Mr. STONE. l\1r. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sena tor from Washing

ton yield to the Senator from 1\lissouri? 
1\lr. JONES. Certainly. 
1\fr. STONE. So far as unit value is concerned, that is de

termined by the value of the product per unit as it comes into 
the customhouse from year to year. That often materially 
varies from year to year. The variation may be due to one 
cause or another, according to the product. It may be due, for 
example, to a cornering of the product by manipulators, or it 
may be due to shortage of the product in foreign countries and 
a consequent enhancement of the value there. But the unit 
value, as the Senator knows, of course, is computed on the 
value at the place from which the importations come. 

Mr. JONES. They would not import lime from a country 
where it is valued at 44 cents a hundred pounds into a country 
where they can only get less than 20 cents per hundred pounds 
for it. 

Mr. STONE. I will say to the Senator that for the year 1912, 
to which the Senator refers, we imported 99,853 units of 100 
pounds. 

1\lr. JONES. Nineteen hundred and ten is really the year to 
which I am referring now. 

1\lr. STONE. One hundred pounds is the unit. We imported 
99,853 of these units that year, and the value was $54,459. It 
is a simple process of division to ascertain the unit value on 
that year's importations. 

l\1r. JONES. Oh, yes; that is true, but it seems to me that 
the valuation there is wrong. I do not see where they get that 
valuation, when the value of the production in this country is 
only 20 cents a hundred pounds. · 

~Ir. STO:NE. I can not go beyond the appraisements upon 
which the duties were paid on the importations. 

1\1r. JONES. I am merely calling attention to the situation 
with reference to the figures. I do not know, however, that the 
point is very material with reference to the amendment which 
I have offered. 

l\fr. STONE. I will call the attention of the Senator to tbe 
further fact that of lime we imported in 1912 $54,450 fa Yalue, 
and exported $138,958 worth, or more tlian twice as much. 

l\lr. JAMES. Two and a half times as much. 
1\Ir. STO:r-..""E. The Senator from Kentucky says two and a 

half times as much. 
l\Ir. JONES. I make no question as to that. 
l\Ir. STO rn. In addition to that, the uses of lime are 

numerous. Out of a total production of over $13,000,000 worth 
in this country, we imported practically nothing; in other 
words, wherever we imported $1 worth we made over $254 
worth. 

~fr. JONES. I understand that. I do not think the Senator 
catches the point to which I was calling attention. 

1\lr. STONE. Now, $500,000 worth of this kind of lime was 
used for fertilizing purposes. It is used for chemical purposes ; 
it is used for building purposes. The uses are very great 

l\lr. JONES. Oh, I understand that. 
l\Ir. STO:XE. I can see no logical reason why this practically 

prohibitive duty should not be reduced, and I do not think the 
reduction is greater than it should be. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, the point to which I was calling 
the attention of the committee is that while the unit of value of 
the imports is given as 44 cents in 1910, according to the other 
figures the Yalue per unit in this counh·y was only 20 cents, or 
le s than 20 cents, substantially the same as was sbown for the 
other years, from 1896 to 1905 there being a gradual increase. 
That is, I could not understand why in 1910 the unit of value 
was more than twice what it was in 1905, when the home value 
was practically the same as it was in 1905. 

I do not know that that is very material with reference to the 
point I want to make, however, in regard to the duty. It is 
probably one of the discrepancies in the handbook. 

1\fr. Sll\Il\IONS. I should like to say to the Senator that I 
assume there are practically no importations into this country, 
except probably in that year of high-priced lime. There are a 
~reat many of what we might call freak importations. We find 

that to be the case all through the bill. There are case where 
there are a few importations, and when :rou begin to investigate 
the matter it is found that it is some special quality that is not 
produced in this country, or, at least, not produced in the section 
of the counh·y where it is imported. 

Mr. JONES. That is a new characteristic. 
l\Ir. Sll\IMONS. As a matter of fact, there is hardly any

thing that varies so much in price in this country as lime. 
In my section of the country we produce lime that sells for 
from $3.15 to $4.50 a ton. We buy from other sections of the 
country a lime for which we pa y from $9 to $11 a ton. There 
is a vast diffe:i;ence in the quality of lime, und the domestic 
price is low. I belieYe 20 cents is about what the domestic 
price in 1910 figures out. It is very low, because they took 
all the limes, those of low quality and those of high quality, 
and averaged them; and of course the low quality brings 
down the price of the high quality. I assume that in that 
year the importations \Vere of the higher grade of lime. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, the main point I want to pre
sent with reference to this proposition is simply this: The 
rate on lime going from this country into Canada is 17} per 
cent on the lime and on the package. In other wgrds, -we 
can not put our lime into that territory except by paying a 
duty of 17! per cent. You are going to permit them to imt 
their lime into this country at only 5 per cent, which can 
have no other result than to favor the Canadian manufac
turer and producer of lime. 

I want to discuss this matter also from the standpoint of 
the peculiar conditions out in our section of the country. We 
have some lime manufacturing plants in our State, right along 
the border. There are also large deposits of lime in British 
Columbia. They have a great deal of Chinese labor over 
there that is paid about $1.75 per day, while the labor in this 
country is paid $2. 7 per day, on an average, for the same 
kind of work. So they have a decided advantage in that 
respect. 

Then there is a difference in the price of wood, which is 
largely used in the manufacture of lime. The Canadian pur
chases bis wood for from $1.40 to $1.65 a cord. 

In this country the manufacturers of lime have to pay from 
$2.50 to $3.25 per cord for their wood. So in that respect 
they have a decided advantage. Why give them a further ad
vantage by a reduction of the tariff? You will not get any 
more revenue. According to your OTI"n estimates, you will get 
less than you do under the present rate. According to your 
own estimate of the ad valo.rem rate, it is now only nine and 
sernnteen one-hundredths per cent. That certainly is not high-: 
simply a revenue duty. Why reduce it, then, when you do 
nothing more than simply give the advantage to the Canadian 
manufacturer? 

It seems to me that while this legislation ought to be for the 
benefit of the American consumer and the American people, 
it ought not to be framed in such a way-I do not say with 
the purpose, but in such a way-as actually to discriminate 
against our own people and in favor of the people of Canada . 
This matter was argued very strongly the other day by the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. CUMMINS] with reference to gypsum 
rock, and I am not going to repeat the arguments he then pre
sented. They apply to this matter eyen more strongly than 
they did in that instance. 

The amendment I ·have proposed simply puts us upon an 
equality with Canada. It simply proposes that we shall put an 
ad valorem duty of 1 H per cent upon the lime and the package, 
with a proviso that if any country adjoining ours reduces its 
rate below 17! per cent we can reduce our rate to the same 
figure. It puts us upon an equality so far as the rate is con
cerned. 

In letters that I have from our people they say that all they 
ask is that we shall place them upon an equality so that they 
can compete with the Canadian on an equal rate of duty. They 
do not ask anything else, although labor is higher in this coun
try than it is in Canada, and although wood and material of 
that kind are higher in this country than in Canada. · 

l\fr. JAMES. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for n 
moment? 

.Mr. JONES. Yes. 
l\fr. JMfES. The statement that labor is higher in this coun

try than in Canada is not borne out by the report of the im·es
tigating committee, of which Mr. MANN was the chairman. 
when they were making an investigation on regard to pulp and 
timber. They reported that in the lumber manufacturing in
dustry the wages were higher, if anything, in Canada than in 
the United States. 

Mr. JONES. Of course, the Senator knows there was a 
great difference of opinion and also a great difference in· tlle 
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facts in reference to the different localities. I am not talking 
about the general eondition of lab-0r in Canada. I am talking 
ab-Out tlle labor in the lime mills bordering on the State of 
Washington. When I talk about that, I talk about a matter 
that I know something about. I know that they do employ a 
great deal of Chinese labor in Canada and that they do not 
employ Chine e labor in our country, and that the Chinese labor 
there gets les wages than the Americn.n labor in this country. 

l\fr. J ME . I suppo e the Senator might find certain parts 
of the United States where they pay a higher wage in one State 
for the same kind of labor than they pay in another part. 

Mr. JO TE . Oh, certainly. 
Mr. JAMES. I take it that Canada does not differ much 

from our own country in that respect. 
Mr. JO~ ,.ES. But you will find it to be true that where,er 

Chinese labor is employed it is cheaper than American labor. 
1\Ir. JAMES. What really good reason can the Senator give 

the Senate for reducing the tariff duty on an article where our 
exports are two and a half times as great as our imports? In 
other words, what fear of importations need American manu
facturers have when they now export two and a half times as 
much a is imported here? Wh~n the importer has to stand 
the duty of 5 per cent, which we leave in the bill, what fear of 
importations need there be when we are now going into his own 
market and paying the freight rnte in order to get there? 

Mr. J01ffi . I want to say to the Senator from Kentucky 
that the Senator from North Carolina suggested one answer 
to that question, and that is that the tariff does not at all 

ffect the matter in the interior, but it does affect it along 
the border line. You might take off the tariff and it would not 
affect it in North Carolina or in the interior. You might raise 
it 100 per cent and it would not affect it one way or the other, 
but it does affect it along the border. That ls the condition I 
h::ffe in mind, and that is the condition that I think we ought 
to try to meet, if it does not injuriously affect the other sec
tions of the country. I would not ask a duty be placed upon 
an article that my State produces simply for local benefit if 
it was an injury to all other parts of the country. I would not 
do thnt at all. 

.Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Washington 

yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 
Mr. JONES. Certainly. 
Mr. TORRIS. What the Sen< tor from Washington is say

ing appeals to me quite strongly, but it ·seems to me his amend
ment goes too far. The amendm~nt, as I heard it read, increases 
the duty to 17! per cent, does it not? 

Mr. JONES. It does. 
l\1r. NOilillS. If the Senator is only trying to equalize con

ditions along the border, would he not accomplish that better 
by leaving the duty as it is, and adding the other part of the 
amendment? That would make the duty against Canada the 
same as Canada imposes again t us. 

Mr. JOl\'E . That is what my amendment does. 
Mr. NORRIS. But the Senator's amendment, as I under

stand, goes further, and under it lime imported from any other 
country would have to pay 17! per cent. 

Mr. JO:r-..'ES. No ; it says " adjoining countries." 
Mr. NORRIS. It applies only to adjoining countries? 
Mr. JONES. It applies only to adjoining countries. 
Mr. NORRIS. It struck me that the Senator's amendment 

ought to contain only the reciprocal clause
Mr. JONES. That is what is intended. 
Mr. NORRIS. And let the duty remain as it is in the bill. 
Mr. JONES. Of course if the duty is left as it is in the bill, 

it allows the discrimination to continue. I will say frankly that 
I have in mind the situation in Canada. They charge us 17! 
per cent duty on lime and the packaae. That is what I put in 
my amendment, with a proviso that if they reduce their tariff 
the President is authorized to fix our tariff at the amount they 
fix. If they put lime on the free list, he is authorized to put 
it on the free list. 

Ur. NORRIS. Suppose the Senator's amendment were 
adopted, and lime were imported from some country that was 
not an adjoining country? 

l\!r. JONES. My amendment expressly says "adjoining 
country.n -

Mr. NORRIS. I think the Senator's amendment strikes out 
" lime." 

Mr. JONES. Yes. 
l\Ir. NORRIS. And, as I remember, it strikes out everything 

after " lime." 
l\Ir. JONES. It does. I suppose that would put lime from 

other countries into the basket clause, if there is a basket 
clause. I had not thought about that. 

Mr . Sll\.IMONS. Does not the Senator think that · if his 
amendment were to be confined to adjoining countries we 
would come in conflict with the treaties we have with all the 
other countries of the world? 

Mr. J ONES. I hardly think so. 
Mr. Sll\fl\IONS. I think very clearly we would. I want t o 

suggest to the Senator that I rather think there is no reason 
why this pre.duct should not be on the free list, so fn.r a.s I can 
see. The truth is, as the Senator states, that it is largely a 
border proposition. There will be, at some point of the border 
on our side, the limestone out of which thi product is made. 
There will be no limestone on the other side of the international 
line. At another point there will be one of these deposits on 
the other side of the line, and none on our side. I take it that 
importations from Canada are made only where theTe is a 
deposit on the other side that is nearer to a community on this 
side than any domestic deposit. In that case, lime would be 
imported into this counh-y. We imported from Canada last 
year only $34,000 worth of this material. The balance of the 
imports came from elsewhere. Only $34,000 worth came from 
Canada. 

l\fr. J ONES. That is more than half of the total imports, 
according to your figures. 

l\1r. SHIMO 'S. Yes; 20 per cent came :from Germany. 
If there is a deposit aero s the line on the Canadian side 
near some American community, but there is no American de
posit for a considerable distance, it is very much to the ad
vantage of the Americans to buy from the Canadians in that 
case, on account of the freights. It is well known that this is 
not only a bulky product, but it is a dangerous product; and 
the danger of transportation, growing out of the combustibility 
of the product, adds >ery much to the freight t ransportation 
charge. By reducing the duty, or putting the material on the 
free list, we save American communitie the remission of the 
duty or the reduction of the duty, as the case may be. 

Ir. JONES. I suppose there is not a State in the Union 
that does not produce lime. I do not know of one, although 
there may be some particular locality along the border. But 
you do not provide any way by which we can get into the 
Canadian locality, where they have no lime . 

Mr. SI.l\IMONS. There is hardly a State in the Union where 
they do not produce lime 6f some kind ; but they do not pro
duce all kinds of lime. 

1\Ir. JONES. I am not splitting hairs on this matter at all. 
l\!r. Sll\IllONS. In the Sena.tor'.., State the price of lime is 

somewhere near $8 a ton. In my State the price is only about 
$4 a ton. You produce one quality in your State and we pro
duce another quality in our State. While your State may pro
duce one quality of lime, it may not produce another quality 
that you r people desire and must have. In that event it will be 
better to buy it from Canada than to have it shipped from some 
far-distant point in this country. 

l\Ir. JONES. We produce lime in our State at $2 a ton, so 
that the figure of $8 a ton does not apply to us at all. 

Mr. SIMMONS. That is the average. 
Mr. JONES. I am simply discussing the general condition 

there. I should like to see some method by which we could put 
our people, in a general way, on an equality with the people ot 
Canada. 

l\fr. CRAWFORD. l\Ir. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Washing

ton yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 
Ur. JO_ JES. Certainly. 
.Mr. ORA WFORD. I think there is some force in the Sena

tor's claim; but it seems to me it would be better to pa thi~ 
item now, and make a draft of the amendment which would 
connne it to the situation described by the Senator, and remove 
from it any question of its having a general application. 

l\fr. J0.1.IES. I should be perfectly willing to Jet it go in that 
way. An amendment was offered the other day using very 
much this language, and no question of that kind was raised. 
It had not occurred to me. 

l\fr. KORilIS. If the Senator will permit me. I think if he 
will take the amendment which was offered the other day by 
the Senator from Iowa [:Mr. CUMMINS] he wm find that it 
does not follow the course that the Senator from Washington is 
now pursuing. As I remember, howe,er, if he will take the 
latter part of the amendment offered by the Senator from Iowa, 
and offer it as an amendment at the encl of this Jine of the bill 
he will then do all he wants to do, and reach the situation to 
which I hn:rn called the Senator's attention. 

Mr. JONES. Would that meet the 17! per cent duty im
posed by Canada? 

1\!r. NORRIS. It would mean that any country im posing 
against us a duty greater than that Jevied in the bill would 
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meet the same kind of a duty when it came to export lime into 
thjs country. I think it would fully meet the situation. 

l\Ir. CUMMINS. l\Ir. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Sena.tor from Washing

ton yield to the . Sena tor from Iowa? 
Mr. JONES. Certainly. 
l\Ir. CUMMINS. I think the Senator from Nebraska is in 

error about that. The amendment that I offered applied only 
to the duties between adjoining countries. It did provide that 
Canida could not come in here <>n any better terms than Can
ada permitted us to go there. That was the substance of the 
amendment. 

I agree with the Senator from Nebraska, however.. that it 
would be be.tter if there were no attempt to change the duty 
provided in this bill. If the Senator provides that the duty 
shall in no e'\'ent be less than Canada cha1·ges us, he will ac
complish his entire purpose. 

l\Ir. JONES. Oh, certainly. I can not see how that really 
makes any difference, however, because the rate is 17 ! per 
cent now. In other words, the provision of the Senator from 
Iowa would raise the rate. 

l\Ir. NORRIS. Will the Senator from Iowa tell me on what 
day he offered his amendment so that I may look it up in the 
RECORD? 

1\lr. CUMMINS. I have forgotten the day, Mr. President. I 
do not remember. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary has it. 
l\Ir. CUMMINS. I ask that the Secretary may read it. 
The SECRETARY. The amendment was offered -On July 28, and 

appears in the RECORD at page 3131, as follows: 
P1·ovided, 'Ihat the duties levied and _collected upon the commodities 

co;-ered by this paragraptl shall in no event be less than the duties 
ievie4 and collect d b ny adjoining country upon the importation of 
~aid commodities into such adjoining country from the United States. 

1\Ir. JONES. I think that will cover the situation. The 
only difference is I propose to put into the bill exactly the 
rate Canada charges without t·aising it in an indirect way. 

Mr. NORRIS. But the Senator must see, it seems to me, that 
putting that rate in as applied to other countries---

~fr. JONES. It applies only to adjoining countries. 
Mr. NORRIS. He strikes out of the bill, however, the duty 

p.rovided; and it would. at least, throw lime into the ba iket 
cm use. 

Mr. JONES. That might be true. 
Mr. STONE. If the .Senator from Washington is satisfied 

to have bis amendment read b_y the Secretary ubstituted for 
the one he has offered, let us have a vote on that. 

i\Ir. JONES. I would be satisfied to have that done, but there 
is some further argument that I w.ant to present. 

1\Ir. STO_ TE. The Senator is not through? 
1\1.r. JO.NES. I am not tllrough. I will -state that I suppose 

I would haT"e been through long before this time but for the in
teuuption . I will ask the Secretary, if he can do so, t<> fix up 
the amendment and let it be read .as .a substitute direct. 

Now, here is the situation in our State. The present tariff is 
used to injure our industry in a way I kn.ow no man will ap
prove of and no man will il..esire to encow>a.ge if it can b~ 
avoided. I have he-re a letter from .a very responsible man in 
our State with reference to the competition of the Canadian 
people in our own market, and I would like the attention of 
Senators to his statement: 

This unequal contest has encouraged British Columbia. real estate 
schemers to open up lime properties in a more or less primitive way, 
and then, whHe lying behind their 17! per cent wan of protection, 
attack the American markets with the avowed purpose of forcing 
American manufacturers to either subsidize them to remain out of our 
markets or to buy tl;lem out entirely, in order to maintain a living 
price for the product from their own Kilns in their markets. 

Now, notice what the writer of thi letter says here: 
Just .i1ow tbis exa<'t condition is prevailln.J:. A certain manufacture:.

on the Briti h C-0lumbia side is continually Shipping sruuJl 9_uantities vf 
lime into our market., both to Puget Sound and the Hawanan Islands, 
cutting the prices down to an unprofitable bu.sis, and openly and de
fiantly saying to us " There is just one remedy for you-pay us a 
sufficien t subsidy or buy our plant at our figure as the price of peace 
in your own markets." 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, if the Senator from Wash
ington will yield to me I would be glad personally to have a 
y-0te on this amendment if we co-uld reach it in the near future, 
but I think it i not probable. I will ask the Senator from 
North Carolina if he thinks we ha rn not put in a pretty good 
day's work? 

Mr. SHIMONS. I think our arr.::mgement was that we should 
adjourn at G o'clock. I wish to say before that is done, how-
eTer--

Mr. STONE. Will the Senaror frcm North Carnlina allow 
me? 

l\Ir. SThIMONS. Certainly. 
Mr. .STONE. If the Senator fro_m Washington is about 

through, I should like to have a vote on bis amendment. 
l\fr .. JONES. It would take considerable time, and t.he Sen

ator from Ohio [Mr. BuBTON] has an .amendment also to offer 
to this .same paragraph. So I suggest that it will probably 
take 15 or 20 minutes or it may be half an hour. 

1\Ir. PENROSE. I should like to ask the chairman of the 
Finance Committee ·whether he would not be willing to have 
the metal schedule go over until Monday on account of the 
absence of several Senators. 

M:r. BURTON. I thought it wa.s to go over until Tuesday. 
Mr. PENROSE. l\Ionday, I think, was tile understanding. 
Mr. SIM.MONS. I am perfectly willing to let it go over until • 

Monday. We have conferred about it The Senator from Penn
sylvania said that he and t.is colleague and the Senator from 
Massachusett [.Mr. LoooE] would be at>sent to-morrow. They 
are interested in the metal schedule, and we were perfectly 
willing, after conferring with the subcommittee, to let it go 
over until Monday. 

Mr. BURTON. I do not wish to insist at all for my personal 
convenience, but I shall be absent on Monday, and I under:stood 
the postponement was to be until Tu€sday. 

l\Ir. BRISTOW. Does that mean that the sugar schedule will 
be taken up to-morrow? 

l\Ir. SIMMONS. That would mean that Schedule D would be 
taken up, and if that was finished we would get, then, to tbe 
sugar schedule. D is the wood schedule. 

Mr. BRISTOW. I should object to taking up the. sugal" 
schedule to-morrow, because--

Mr. PENROSE. The wood schedule could come up. The Sen
ator from Montana [l\Ir. W ALSII] has indicated his intention of 
addressing the Senate to-morrow, and we will have a full day, t 
ha rra no doubt 

Mr. SIMMONS. I suppose if we get through with Schedule D 
we could go to some other schedule, if the Senator from Kansas 
was not ready to take up the sugar schedule. I do not know 
about postponing the metal schedule until Tuesday, unless the 
Senator from Ohio has some special reason. 

Mr. BURTON. I do not really wish to have it postponed to 
tliat time unless it is entirely in acoorda.nce with the conven
ience of Members of the Senate. However. it was my under
standing that the consideration of that schedule would be post
poned until Tuesday morning. 

l\fr. PENROSE. That was a misunde1·standing. My wider
standing was Monday. 

Mr. Sll\I.MONS. The understanding was that it would be 
postponed until Monday. . 

Mr. BURTON. I have an amendment to propose to this par.a.
graph relating to lime, and I ask to have it printed in the 
RECORD. It was submitted on the 24th of April. 

The amendment was ordered to be printed in the RECORD; and 
it is as follows: 

On page 1 , at the end of line 11, change the period at the end of 
the line to a semicolon and add the words : "Pr'Ywitletl, That lime shall 
be subject to a duty of 10 per cent &d valorem when imported directly 
or indirectly from a country. dependency, or other ubdivlsion .of gov
e1·nment which imposes a duty on lime imported from the United 
States of 10 per cent or more ad valorem." 

Mr. BRAJ\TDEGEE. l\Ir. President, a parliamentary inquiry. 
Was unanimous consent given that the metal ~ched..i.le should go 
over until Monday? 

l\Ir. Sll\IMONS. I did not know that it required unanimous 
consent. The committee indicated its purpose to let it go OT"er 
until Monday. 

Mr. BRAN'DEGEE. Tlie committee wt11 ask to illl.T"e it 1Ja~sed 
oT"er until Monday? 

l\Ir. Sll\11\IONS. Yes; and take up another schedule. 
PANAMA-PACIFIC INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION. 

l\fr. Sil\I:MONS. From the Committee on :-illance I report 
back faT"orably without amendment the bill (S 243-3) providin~ 
for the free importation of articles intended for foreign build
ings and exhibits at the Panama-Pacific Intern tional Exposi· 
tion, and for the protection of foreign exhibitors. 

I should like to ha >e unanimous consent for the present con
sideration of the bill, because it has been Tery much delayed. 
Of course, I will not insist upon it if there is any objection. 

l\lr. GALLINGER. It proposes to let the articles come in 
free? 

Mr. Sil\Il\IONS. Yes. At the suggestion of the Senator from 
Utah [Mr. SMOOT] I will simply report the bill, and I will ru:;k 
unanimous consent to take it up to-morrow. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the 
calendar. 

. 
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EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. BACON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid
ern tion of execoti\e business. 

The motion was agreed to, and i:he Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After six minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o'clock and 
15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Sah1r
day, Augu t 2, 1913, at 12 ·o'clock meridian. 

NmHNATIONS. 
Executii;e nominations receii;ed by the Senate August 1, 1913. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Ensign Harold W. Boynton to be a lieutenant (junior grade) 
in the Navy from the 6th day of June, 1913. 

Ensign WHliam B. Cothran to be a lieutenant (junior grade) 
in the Navy from the 30th day of July, 1913. · 

The follo"°ing-named assistant paymasters with rank of en
sign to be assistant paymasters in the Navy with rank of lieu
tenant (junior grade) from the 30th day of July, 1913: 

George S. Wood, 
Ulrich R. Zivnuska, 
Alonzo G. Hearne, 
Hervey B. Ransdell, 
Harold C. Shaw, 
Henry R. Snyder, 
Smith Hempstone, 
Harry W. Rush, jr., 
Harold C. Gwynne, and 
Robert W. Clark. 

CONFIRMATIONS. 
Exccuti'l:e noniinations confirmed by the Senate August 1, 1918. 

COLLECTOR OF INTERNAL IlEVENCE. 

Jack Walker to be collector of internal revenue for the dis
trict of Arkansas. 

POSTMASTERS. 

FLORIDA., 

Thomas C. Fletche:i:, Lake Butler. 
E. W. Irvine, Lake City. 

ILLINOIS. 

1W. II. Clear, 1\Iount Pulaski. 
W. G. Cloyd, Bement. 
J. E. Jontry, Chenoa. 
Cleve B. Schroder, Vermont. 
Myrtle E. Smith, Depue. 
Philip H. Sopp, Belleville. 
J. V. Sperry, La Harpe. 

INDIA.NA. 

Charles H. Ball, La Fayette. 
l\l. E. Maloney, Aurora. 
Michael Scanlon, Boswell. 

KANSAS. 
B. W. Hamar, Howard. 

KENTUCKY. 

S. F. King, Winchester. 
LOIDSIANA. 

Lear l\fary Hesser, Bonn.mi. 
MAINE. 

Joseph E. Brooks, Biddeford. 
Albert F. Donigan, Bingham. 
Arthur L. Newton, Buckfield. 

MISSISSIPPI. 
B. F . Lott, Collins. · 
John R. Meunier, Biloxi. 
B. Y. Rhodes, West Point. 

NEBRASKA, 

John S. Callan, Odell. 
James W. Carson, Edgar. 
Frank C. Cooney, Overton. 
William T. Cropper, Sargent. 
Charles P . Davis, Bladen. 
Joseph J. Heelan, Mullen. 
Isaac T. :Merchant, Adams. 
George W . Norris, Beaver Crossing. 
C. F. Smith, Elwood. 
C. R. Tweed, Bassett. 

NORTII CAROLINA. 

J. T. Dick, Mebane. 

OHIO. 

D. F. Akers, New Carlisle. 
Charles Lee Burns, Andover. 
Jacob Fraker, Sherwood. 
Harry E. Marshall, Bergholz. 
John W. Sanford, Clarington. 

PORTO RICO. 

Ramon A. Rivera, Arecibo. 
SOUTH CAROLINA. 

B. K. Arnold, Woodruff. 
Nevitt Fant, Walhalla. 
Richard W . Scott, Jonesville. 

SOUTH DAKOTA. 

F. A. Nutter, Alcester. 
Frank Wall, Selby. 

TEXAS. 
Allie 1\I. Erwin, Loraine. 
Cora Dell Fowler, Lockney. 
W. B. JunelJ, Cumby. 
R. C. l\fa tthews, Palestine. 
Rufus W. Riddels, Elech·a. 
Carrie E. Smith, Marble Falls. 
N. E. Tucker, Mercedes. 

WEST VIRGINIA, 

Charles M. Brandon, Follansbee. 
Charles M. Brown, Mount Hope. 
0. C. Dawson, Janelew. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

FRIDAY, August 1, 1913. 
The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chap1ain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol

lowing prayer : 
T~ke us, 0 God our heavenly Father, into the inner sanctuary, 

the holy of holies, that we may renew our faith and confidence; 
be strengthened, purified, ennobled by the contact, and lifte<l 
aborn the petty, the sordid self-seeking ambitions, destructive 
to the larger life and possibilities which wait on the faithful; 
that we may satisfy the lvngings of our better self, which makes 
for righteousness in the soul, and speeds it on to victory under 
the di\ine leadership of the Christ. Amen. 

TIIE JOURNAL. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday, July 29, 1913, 
''as read. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Journal will 
be approved. 

l\Ir. MANN. 1\Ir. Speaker, the Journal recites that the mes
sage of the President was ordered printed, ''with the accom
panying documents." 

The SPEAKER. The words " with the accompanying docu
ments " should be. stricken out, because the Chair announce<l--

1\fr. 1\IANN. Was not that the me sage concerning the Fine 
Arts Commission report on the Panama Canal 1 

The SPEAKER. Yes. 
Mr. l\IA1'~. As I under tood, the Speaker stated that the 

accompanying documents were sent to the Senate. The Senate 
ordered the message printed without the accompanying docu
ments. I think my elf it would be well, if the Hou e could get 
hold of the accompanying documents, to have them printed, 
perhaps. I do not know whether we can get them or not. 

The SPEAKER. The Journal will be corrected in that re
spect, because the Chair announced that there was a note 
tacked onto the mes age · stating that the documents had been 
sent to the Senate. 

Now, does the gentleman from Illinois ask that the docu
ments be printed? 

Mr. MANN. If we have not po83e& ion of the document , I 
do not know that that would do any good. 

'I'he SPEAKER. I suppo e that is correct, too, although we 
are entitled to a copy of the documents if we want them. If 
there be no objection, the J ourn~tl as corrected will stand 
approved. 

There was no objection. 
ADJOUBNMENT UNTIL TUESDAY NEXT. 

Mr. U~DERWOOD. l\lr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con ent 
that when the House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet on 
Tuesday next. 
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